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red balloon magazine 


“Four mote years! Four more years!"* Agnew*e shrill 
police whistle temporarily silences the demonstrators, 
Nixon and Kissinger keep postponing the “peace” talks 
(reneging on the agreement), U.S. bombers have dropped 
more bombs on Vietnam in the past two weeks than in 
any other similar period since the war began. One after 
the other, every rationalization originally given for 
voting for Richard Nixon is rendered meaningless. 
Nevertheless, people still blindly cling to the notion that 
their vote for King Richard was justified, even in the 
face of growing unemployment, a worsening of the 
general economic situation, and the cruel hoax of ending 
the Vietnam war. Surveys show that Nixon won NOT on 
the strength of reactionary Right-wingers, but on that of 
Liberal working-class crossover votes. Since material 
conditions certainly are poor enough for most workers, 
bad enough to warrant some sort of changeover in 
Administrations (although voting for McGovern was not 
our way of changing the system), the real reason why 
many workers voted for Nixon must lie imbedded in 
some deeper irrational motive other than economic 
necessity. And, if this assumption be correct, then we 
can draw some startling conclusions concerning how and 
what people react, to, and how the Left must deal with it 
more than by only presenting the economic alternative 
to people, It must deal with the real subjective 
(ideological) factors that are often in contradiction to 
the objective material situation. 


-Witness the vicious use of welfare recipients 
(Brownie point system, workfare) as scabs for the State 
in order to help break strikes, to sot one segment of the 
class against the other, 

—Witness the institution of wage-controls in America, 
and now 3 in England, and how there hasn't been a single 
successful strike of major significance since its inception. 

—Witness the continuance of the war in Vietnam, a 
war that over 75% of the country opposed as of last 
year. 

—Witness the rising unemployment rate, the highest it 
has been in a decade, 

—Witness the governments manipulation of the fears 
of White workers concerning racial quota systems in 
order to avoid dealing with the question of providing full 
productive employment for everyone who desires work 
— something that capitalism cannot provide. 

And so on, right down the line. 


Where does all this lead? 

All this leads to a startling conclusion (at least for 
those of us who have been organizing for a while): The 
Left has failed to sufficiently understand subjective 
motivating forces (some prominent “Left" groups at 
Stony Brook always raise the cry when things go wrong: 
“What we need is more efficient dorm organizing," 
rather than recognize that their analysis and overall 
approach is incorrect, and it is this that accounts for 
their dismal failures); it has assumed that the sheer 
material burden placed on people would radicalize them; 
that the more oppressed one gets, the more 
revolutionary. This mechanistic notion is quite clearly 
not the case with the majority of the American working 
class. Economic deprivation, oppression, repression, all 
do motivate people, but the way this motivation is 
channelled is quite contrary to the traditional 
expectations of the Left. Sometimes it gets channelled 
into trade unionism; other times into separatism, 
religion, mass orgy, drugs, socialism, fascism, etc. What 
underlies this? Is there some basic definitive “thing” that 
we can put our fingers on that decides how people will 
react to what is basically an inherent contradiction in 
capitalist society: the conflict between the subjective 
ideology into which we've all been socialized to a degree, 
and the actual objective material circumstances of our 
existence? 




'Eight to tour—that's guilty enough, by golly! Thirty years!' 


We say yes, there are some things basic on the 
subjective level which, although not deterministic, set up 
tendencies towards one thing or another. The first is, of 
course, your class, the objective situation, your* 4 relation 
to the means of production*". The second is your 
character, personality development, sexuality, resolution 
of the infant egofand libido with the society around 
you. These always create the fundamental nature of ones 
personality: authoritarian, or not so; repressed 

homosexuality or vice-versa; initiator dr receptacle. Of 
course, all this is tied up very strongly with the values of 
society. A member of one sex will be rewarded for 
certain perceptions and actions, while a member of the 
other might be yelled at for doing the same thing, 
causing repression at an early age, and m ingraining of 
the values of society. And, since the values of society 
always reflect that of the class behind the State, the 
inter-relation, the dynamic between the psychological, 
sociological, and economic factors cannot be emphasized 
enough, when understanding where subjective 
channelling of ideology comes from. 

What Does This Mean in Concrete Terms? 

The primary agent of early socialization is the family. 
But, to bring in what was presented above, the family 
does not come out of the abstract. It does not exist 
because it is “nice", but in fact, it evolved out of very 
real material needs that this type of social structure was 
able to satisfy. Without going into the whole history of 
all this at the present time (although Red Balloon will be 
printing a lot of stuff on all of this gradually, We more 
than welcome original^ writings — or ripped-off ones, for 
that matter — on this, or any other subject. Send us your 
stuff), suffice it to say that at about 5 years old, one’s 
character is basically established, and that it takes a total 
reorientation, relearning, new system of rewards * and, 
most important, the conscious will to change. Is it no 
wonder, then, that so many people continue to act in a 
bourgeois manner, in opposition to their own economic 
and material interests? 


The election of Richard Nixon is significant in 
bringing out the nature of the Left’s failure thus far to 
accomplish the above: that is, to deal with the 
“bourgeoislfication” of aspirations, goals, modes of 
thinking of many workers (when we speak of the 
working class, we mean workers, students, and 
unemployed). We must ask: What is it m people's 
consciousness Lhat forces them to act contrary to their 
own material needs (voting for Nixon, in this instance)? 
Judging from reactions taken at random from many 
workers, it can be safely argued that hardly any worker 
opted for Nixon out of, say, intense attachment to the 
man, a la the Kennedy’s, or even to his repressive 
right-wing economic policies. It was, instead, a very 
insecure vote for the status quo, for no change; voters 
were literally stampeded into clutching at an illusion: 
that of consistency, stability, law and order hysteria. It 
is important to analyze this situation very carefully, and 
to understand the mechanisms involved, something that 
the Left both at Stony Brook and in general rarely does. 
Again the question: why? 


First of all, wo cannot divorce the climate of the 
society, the period we are in, from this understanding. 
We are living in a time where all objective statistics and 
measuring rods (as well as the worker who lives down 
the block, or the student whose parents can barely 
afford to send him to school without taking loans) 
indicate that the economy is going very badly. It is also 
coming out of a previous period of unrest, and of 
constant warfare. It is, to most people, a time of fear, 
sparked by rising unemployment, crackdowns on unions 
and workers in general by the State. During such times, 
we often resort, as people on the bottom of the heap, to 
lashing out at our fellow and sister workers, struggling 
vainly to preserve whatever we can. We feel, if not 
objectively realize, the powerlessness of our situation. 
We are boxed. Our lives are not ours to control. We fight 
over every crumb, every morsel that the system tosses to 
us. 


Of course, the State (representing the interests of the 
capitalist class) recognizes this alienation, and devises all 
sorts of ways to keep us fighting among ourselves for the 
scraps it so k nowingly tosses us. This keeps us from 
battling the actual cause of our oppression. Because each 
of us has been socialized through a competitive, 
ego-centric, and racist system, our immediate reaction 
towards any supposed reform, or job is one of 
squabbling with each other over it. In other words, we 
are, yes, trained, to try to preserve ourselves 
individually, at the expense of our class and all'"that is 
around us. 
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What does this mean for us? Does it mean that there is 
no hope? No, for, unlike the anti-science arguments of 
B.F. Skinner, Richard Herrnstein, Sidney Hook, Jensen, 
Shockley, and Abba Lemer to name a few primary 
members of the University Committee for Rational 
Alternatives, (UCRA), there is hope as long as people 
become aware of their oppression, and the merging of 
the subjective with the objective forces comes about. In 
other words, there is more than hope* there is the sweet 
smell of Freedom beckoning, wherever there are people 
fighting, wherever people break out of their 
conditioning, wherever gods and absolutes and the 
hereafter are torn asunder because we are alive now, 
living now, and conscious, yes conscious of our 
potential, of our free will, of the possibility of actually 
realizing some of our dreams as part of an ever-cominous 
process towards greater and greater dreams. There is 
freedom in our struggle, and this is one thing no 
behaviorist, not the Head Rat nor the puny economic 
determinist who possibly calls him/herself a leftist as is 
often the case, can ever hope to deal with, reward or 
punish, or even cope, because the struggle itself is 
liberating, and what is liberating completely shatters the 
fundamental assumptions of all pseudo-science and 
behaviorism, of all mind-control. It established the 
individual, not as a solitary ego-centric automation that 
can be controlled, but as a social being, one who finds 
her/himself through collective struggle, realizing 
potential, asserting one's individuality through the 
collective effort! Deal with that, Skinner, You can’t, and 
neither can Nixon, nor any of his cronies, lackies and 
pinips! We demand something that your mechanistic, 
sterile, autocratic society can never cede because it can't 
even understand it! We demand total power, total 
control over our own lives, and we aim to get it, and to 
find out freedom in the struggle to achieve it! 


4) Once support is crystallized around this program, it 
becomes implemented through militant, revolutionary' 
Struggle. What this entails is this: capitalism cannot 
afford to give us even the most rational and basic things 
that we ask for: full productive employment, an end to 
repressive socialization, etc- We must be prepared to 
fight around these things, to expropriate factories, 
schools, and other facilities for our own use, for the use 
of the working class as a whole. In the summer edition 
of Red Balloon there was an article on tactics, explaining 
how and why violence is necessary to achieve certain 
ends. People should re read that article (it is on file in 
the Balloon Office if you do not have a copy), and 
realize that it is going to take a helluva lot more than 
reading, understanding economy, and peaceful protest — 
we are moving out of a period of protest to some 
authority, and actually seizing that authority for 
ourselves — to achieve any sort of decent society. It will 
take a revolution, probably violent. We do not initiate 
this violence. It is thrust upon u$ in our role as 
self-defense. Rocky won't give up his power if we ask 
him to. He'll call out the National Guard or the police as 
he did in Attica. We must be prepared, starting now to 
protect ourselves, and begin to wage struggle in support 
of the programs we develop, 

Okay, Let's Begin!!!! (YIP!) 

We need to understand the thinking behind the 
devices the State is beginning to use. Okay, In this 
magazine section there are articles dealing with Skinner 
and Herrnstein, and their behavlorist ideologies in 
general As part of the "masses" (or rats, as “Willard" 
Skinner would prefer), we want to understand how 
they're trying to inculcate and divide us. The reason 
they'd do such a nasty thing is to prevent us from 
correctly perceiving the real material objective 
conditions in which we live. So Herrnstein, using invalid 
I.Q. tests as a measure of intelligence, along with Jensen, 
conclude that Black people are intellectually genetically 
inferior to Whites. This type of bullshit has to be 
disproven (even though most of us know it’s a crock of 
shit) if we don't want to see it used as a justification for 
wage discrimination, for racial superiority (Nazi 
Germany here it comes!), and tor genocide of all Black 
and other Third World peoples. In other words, we’ve 
got to combat this ideology before it becomes further 
infused in people’s heads. We've got to render Skinner 
and Herrnstein ineffective now, which we 
overwhelmingly do here. 

At the same time we are exposing bourgeois ideology 
for what it is, we can’t afford to sit back, contented. 


How Do We Achieve It? 

1) We study the State,,so we can understand 
material (objective) reasons why it is engaged in a 
specific activity at a specific time. This means 
understanding its economic structure inside and out, and 
what motivates it, moves it to do certain things. 

2) We examine the devices it will use, the ideology it 
will attempt to get masses of people to accept 
(subjective). We learn how these devices such as 
zero-population growth, workfare, and discriminatory 
hiring, will divide us, co-opt potential allies, thereby 
preventing them from engaging in combat against the 
State. We expose these devices for what they are, and, 
extremely important, present the revolutionary 
alternative to each of them — start setting theory into 
practice, actually setting up these alternatives’ For 
instance, to workfare, we'd propose the unification of 
workers and welfare recipients around a common set of 
demands against the State, rather than having one 
section scab on the other* To discriminatory hiring we'd 
demand of the State full employment and meaningful, 
decen: jobs, housing conditions, etc, 

We’d also ensure that all discriminatory 
practices in the trade unions be smashed immediately, 
not only because they are despicably racist, but also 
because they keep the different segments of the class 
fighting each other rather than fighting together for full 
employment against the State, For zero-populatlon* 
growth (whose reactionary nature will be explained in 
detail in the next issue), we'd demand instead, the 
development of plasma fusion technology, which could 
meet the vast power needs of the world several hundred 
times over, without depleting resources — basically 
demanding* then, that human beings be allowed to reach 
their potential and not have it shunted aside because 
capitalism can no longer provide for our economic, 
social, cultural, biological, and other needs! 

3) We put these demands in a package, a perspective, a 
program (not merely economic by a longshot) that 
combines the objective and subjective, fuses the emotion 
and the logic, and does not remain stagnant or absolute, 
but changes as situations change, docs not remain sterile, 
upholds the beauty of poetry as well as the laws of 
material need. We rally all segments of the working class: 
students, workers, unemployed, around such a program, 
unite the now desperate struggles, show how they’re all 
tied together through analysis crystallized in demands 
that all segments could potentially support and fight for. 
We organize an effective revolutionary movement that 
will eventually set up a socialist society that will meet 
the needs of the jS&ople, and remove the yoke of all 
types of oppressive and repressive forces that are at 
work, both internally and externally, all caused by 
capitalist society. 


IT IS FORBIDDEN 
TO FORBID. 



We're involved in race, a race against genocide, a race 
against fascism, and we're gonna have to understand 
where our own subjective repressed influences lie* Why 
do we desire to escape? What is the basis for specific 
sexual oppression, even among the left? of course, 
how do we fight against it, organize ourselves to change 
ourselves? We begin to r deal with the psychological 
nature of ourselves, of our repressed sexuality that 
manifests itself in a host of what would be ridiculous 
ways if they wren't fucking us over so much. We’ve got 
to understand the structures (the family, schools, jobs, 
etc.) that embody the values of society, learn how they 
pass those values onto us, socialize us, and then begin 
tearing down that socialization process, those structures, 
and begin viewing each other not as commodities, via sex 
roles, or potential labor-power, but as real human being 
that cry when we’re hurt (if that isn’t suppressed within 
us, as it so often is), bleed when we’re shot (as many of 
us undoubtedly will be), and yell and scream, kiss, fuck, 
when we are exhilarated, when we realize some of our 
potential, some of our freedom* We begin to explain 
some of this in the three articles on human sexuality. 
Understanding this is part of the same battle against the 
anti-science of Skinner and Herrnstein. 

And, finally, we've got to put all these ideas, all our 
emotions, into practice, into fusing with the material 
(objective), in a truly scientific way (as opposed, once 
again, to Skinner et ah). At this point in time, we feel 
that the struggles brewing in Suffolk County between 
farmworkers and the farmowners (controlled by banking 
and agri-business) is one of the most important battles 
that people at Stony Brook have ever hdd the 
opportunity to engage in. So, we see our role as 
organizaing as many people as possible, not only to 
support the just demands of the farmworkers, but to 
present our politics, as expressed in a program and 
analysis, to take the struggle beyond the trade union 
level, and bring it to, as Marx put it, "a class for itself” 
struggle, around which all the progressive segments of 
the working class can unite in common council and 
action. The whole class. Broadening the base, while at 
the same time actually physically, materially supporting 
the strike! So read these articles, write us articles, and 
don't forget that the revolution doesn't stop at reading 
— it means DOING! 

So remember, "When smashing the State don't forget 
to keep a smile on your lips and a song in your heart!” 
Power to the People! 







b.f. skinner: beyond totalitarianism 


"In place of the rigid ancient law, man must hereafter with free heart decide for 
himself what is good and what is evil, But didst Thou not know that he would at last 
reject even Thy image and Thy truth, if he is weighed down with the terrible burden of 
Free choice?” 


—The Grand Inquisitor 
L INTRODUCTION 

In what ie bound to become one of the classic ironies of publishing history, some 
unsuspecting editor at Alfred A. Knopf, Inc, chose to adorn the front cover of B F 
Skinner's Beyond Freedom and Dignity with this blurb from the N.Y. Times; “If you 
plan to read only one book this year, this is probably the one you should choose 
(italics added) ” We have only to open the book to discover that Skinner spends the 
next two hundred-odd pages attempting to prove that.in actuality I cannot choose to 
read his book, but that any inclination on my part to do so sterna from prior 
conditioning, i.e M I have been “reinforced” in the past for similar behavior. Thus, I am 
simply ^translating the social contingencies to which I have been exposed into a 
desire to read Skinners book, and, furthermore, if we examine my particular past 
we should discover that it is inevitable that I would behave in this wav now. 

There is the obvious temptation whenever one encounters a poorly researched, 
trivial, and shallow hypothesis such as this to dismiss it out of hand as intuitively 
absurd. In the case of Skinner, however, the hypotheses are so potentially dangerous 
and are becoming so quickly popular, that a detailed refutation is called for. (As we 
shall see later, his arguments are a potential basis for totalitarianism, and, at the very 
least, serve to provide a “scientific” cover for the continued dominance of bourgeois 
values in society). In this paper, then, we shall attempt such an effort, detailing the 
major objections to Skinner and outlining some opposing modes of thought. In order 
to fully understand Skinner, we must not only refute the validity of his claims, but 
must also understand why his theories have been developed if they are* not 
scientifically valid. Since no science is (Skinner 7 .? claims notwithstanding) value-free, 
we must understand what values Skinner was protecting and fostering in his theories. 
The argument against Skinner, then, must concern itself with two major questions 
expressed thusiy by Noam Chomsky; “What is the scientific status of the claims? What 
social or ideological needs do they serve?”( 1) Accordingly the paper is divided into 
two corresponding sections. 

One more word before we begin. We have not found it necessary to present in this 
paper any summary of Skinner’s thought except insofar as is necessary to present the 
objections. If the reader wishes to assure herself that no unfair advantage is taken of 
Skinner’s “reasoning” through incomplete presentation, she should refer back to his 
works. On with the show. 


IT THE SCIENTIFIC VALIDITY OF BEHAVIORISM 
1. Methodological Considerations 

Science, on its most basic level, is the pursuit of truth. Starting with no 
pre-conceptions, we examine nil relevant evidence, and decide what pattern, if any, we 
may discern. On even this most basic level, to apply the word “scientific” to Skinner's 
thought is an incredible mockery of the tradition of rigorous thought which the word 
symbolizes. Says Skinner; “It is in the nature of an experimental analysis of human 
behavior that it should strip away the functions previously assigned to autonomous 
man and transfer them one by one to the controlling environment. 7 ^ 2) We are being 
told, then, what science must find before it has found it! This amounts more to dogma 
than hypothesis, ail the more so because these limits which are now proscribed 
become, for Skinner, the methodological limits of all future research. Henceforward, 
all research will be confined to behavior, and the only objective evidence is that which 
is immediately physically present. The mind has, by fiat, been dismissed as a fiction, 
and so no inquiries are now permissible into its nature or possible existence. Skinner 
masquerades a rather crude positivism as “objectivity,” and so, in the words of R.D. 
Lajng, “The choice of syntax and vocabulary is a political act that defines and 
circumscribes the manner in which the ‘facts’ are experienced. . . The ‘data’ (given) of 
research are not so much given as taken out of a constantly elusive matrix of 
happenings, (3) As in 19S4 and Brave New World, science has chosen its value, and 
truth is now strictly limited according to that value. As Mustapha Mond tells us, 
science has brought us this far, “but we earTt allow science to undo its own good, 
That's why we so carefully limit the scope of its researches. , .”(4) 

Besides the methodological insufficiencies inherent in all behavioral theory, we also 
find that the content of their hypotheses themselves are, if taken literally, clearly false, 
and if taken metaphorically, merely trivial.(5) For instance, one way to get a person to 
accept certain ideas, claims Skinner, “is to point to reasons why a person should 
behave in a given way, and the reasons are almost always consequences which are 
likely to be contingent on behavior ”(6) If we take the implications of this statement 
literally (i.e. one is only persuaded by association of action to the escaping of aversive 
consequences, for this, as Skinner states elsewhere, is a basic biological drive) then we 
may see that this statement is easily contradicted. I, for instance, may be persuaded by 
an argument or moral stance to accept any number of aversive consequences, even 
through death, for no other reason than the fact that I have decided to do so. Skinner 
states that I may, of course, accept aversive consequences at some point if I have been 
conditioned to value esteem more highly. If 1 am taking a solitary and unpopular 
action, however, even this argument is destroyed-witness Huxley’s Savage or 
Dostoevsky's Underground Man (“A man, always and everywhere, prefers to act in the 
way he feels like acting and not in the way his reason and interest tell him. . .even If 
man was nothing but a piano key, even if this could be demonstrated to him 
mathematically-even then he wouldn’t come to his senses but would pull some trick 
out ot sheer ingratitude. Just to make his point, . , I believe this is so, and I'm prepared 
to vouch for it, because it seems to me that the meaning of man’s life consists in 
proving to himself every minute that he’s a man and not a piano key.”(7)) This 
argument will be covered In more detail later on, but we bring it up in an abbreviated 
form at this point in order to make the general point concerning Skinner’s theory. 


Before the Revolution 
Before the revolution 


I have waited 300 yean for Asia 
to come across the archipelago 
& they have not come, 
bombs for you , Asia, a new 
tax plan for us, we all have to suffer 
in our various ways. 

Am I not clear? It is as clear 
as the historical data 
for boundaries, the boardwalk 
in Quebec City , for instance , 
hardly ever felt the touch 
of deerhide shoes. 

Before the revolution 
there is order , the red face 
in the capital is apoplexy , 
the red face under the cliff 
is history. 

_ - - - Ge orge Bowering \ 

*- 

If the literal argument is false, then what of the metaphorical argument? it certainly 
is true that the persuasions of an individual are expressed in behavior (for even 
inaction on a specific point indicates an attitude in relation to it), and that, 
consequently, all of my arguments are expressed in terms of behavior, as this is the 
mode in which we exist in the world. Once we accept this interpretation (as we 
certainly must since Skinner’s literal argument involving aversive consequenCes£Ljfc. 
obviously untrue) we may see that “reinforcement 77 is now a trivial new way of saying 
“desire” or “choice,” for it covers exactly the same concepts. Skinner’s statement has 
been expanded to cover any behavior I may exhibit, which is tantamount to saying 
that I have chosen from a range of possibilities, Skinner, in fact, explicitly admits to 
the triviality of his theory when he states, “It is possible that man’s genetic 
endowment . > supports struggle for freedom."(8) He is telling me, then, nothing new 
— all ideas, of course, are expressed in behavior, but the crucial point is that this 
behavior is not determined by my biological pleasure — pain reflexes. 


we lie in one another's earth 
dreaming of the past , bananas 
floating north , hate 
floating south, our arms 
the heat of home . 

The black face of hate learned 
from brown white, Cortes 
as rich as United Fruit , 

& Spanish to boot. Our own 
priests singing at the 
Iriquois stake . It is so lovely 
to think we grew without 
violent overthrow , Oh yesI 


THE LIBERTY OF 
OTHERS EX¬ 
TENDS MIND TO 
INFINITY, 













































2 + The Question of Autonomous Man 


This last is perhaps the key to understanding Skinner and where he made his 
fundamental mistake--his claim that human beings are responsibe only to Innate 
biological needs. He sets up an a priori system of inherent values, values which must be 
held by all; in a word, the; values of survival. The limits of human action are proscribed 
by “genetic endowment.” Solomon Asch wrote: “It is a cardinal assumption of both 
the behavioristic and Freudian systems that man is an ego acting according to the 
pleasure-pain principle,”(9) All people, therefore, possess a common denominator, by 
which their humanity is identified, and through which they may be made to 
unfailingly react. Dr, Harold Boslow, director of the new "therapeutic” prison, run on 
the basis of behavioralist techniques* in Jessup, Maryland, has stated: "Our experience 
confirms that all human beings are essentially alike/’(1 0) 

If this is the case, there are a number of questions which we are forced to ask. The 
first and most obvious is: how do people who live in similar environments develop into 
different individuals? If there is only one homogeneous cause for all behavior, what 
gives rise to illusions, visions, and discrepant views? If Skinner is to stick by his- 
hypothesis of one single cause for human behavior, then, wc see that he obviously 
cannot answer these questions. If he is to admit, on the other hand, to a diversity of 
“causes” for human behavior, all mechanical theory concerning human behavior is 
destroyed, for this automatically implies a non-uniformity of personal attributes, or, in 
a word, individuality. 

Aside from the problem of individuality, there are a certain number of questions to 
be raised concerning creativity, or, in other words: where in this mechanical cycle, Mr. 
Skinner, does anything new come from? Sartre writes of behaviorism that its reasoning 
is internally consistent only “if it is limited to the psychic, if if gives up looking for a 
conditioning in the ensemble of the universe. . .”(11) In other words, Skinner may 
explain that all behavior is simpiy “passed along,” with the human adding nothing to 
the environment, and the environment putting all into the human, but then cannot 
explain how meanings and values came to be posited in the first place-certainly the 
environment as a physical place docs not contain the roots for all philosophical value 
systems. In fact, it is the very nature of the world in-itself that it simply exist, devoid 
of meaning. By dismissing all human consciousness, Skinner's system must then be 
content to allow the “genealogy of morals” to remain a sublime mystery. 




'Willard 


ft 


This page, sitting, waiting to be written, 
Imagine as a tree. Of course, it can 
Become a darting airplane if we let 
Imaginations soar beyond confines 
Of order. Laws are but paper tigers. 


The reason that this problem arises for Skinner is that he attempts an analogy 
between a science of human behavior and the physical sciences such as physics and 
biology, without drawing that analogy out to its logical conclusion. If we look closely 
at physics for instance, we discover that this science has determined how bodies move 
but not why Since physics makes no pretension toward discovering the “first cause’’ 
of motion, Skinner takes this to mean that none exists, and draws the analogy that no 
-irst cause of human behavior exists. It is the very nature of a science of human 
behavior, however, that it be concerned with causes, and especially with an ultimate 
cause, Tor outside of this there is no scientific discipline at all regarding behavior 
Skinner fads to note these things, though, and thus exempts himself from considering 
the origin of values, and merely contents himself with stating that no objective values 
exist (although he himself posits several). His dodge of the related question of 
creativity is similar, for it is in human creativity that all new values and ideas originate 
it is obvious-that ail that Skinner does on this count is to mystify the existing social 
order into a natural, immutable environment which is self-perpetuating. As Laing says 
Everyone wil be carrying out orders. Where do they come from? Always from 
value s' Sre 12 Hllman bem £ s arc rendered impotent with regards to the creation of 

y D |rectly related to, and stemming from this question is the matter, which we 

”° r ®* actly . how ;t is that some people may overcome the 
reinforcing effects of the environment. To say that, one endures torture because he 
may be convinced that even more aversive consequences await him if he gives in is to 
allow him a measure at least, of understanding and choice. As soon as Skinner refuses 
to allow the possibility of goal-oriented behavior into his system, he loses any chance 
to understand situations such as this. His major fault on this count is a rather faulty 
' / ] n! V 0 ? °f freedom, which is intimately related to his basic hypothesis concerning 
biological necessity; freedom is the chance to “escape from so-called ‘aversive’ features 

of the environment. (13) What he describes here is "freedom from-” with no 

reference at all to “freedom lor --Freedom as he describes it, is, in fact, more 

s avery than a freedom, for man is now a slave to material coercion of nature. 

**,.» Sk ‘ n ” er discounts all possibility of goal-orientation, so does he deny the 
possibility of human understanding, of an independent and total world-view If 
persuasion occurs only by associating certain behavior with “reinforcing” results, then 
we may be equally dissuaded by someone of an opposite viewpoint associating 
avers,ve consequences with the same behavior. One would then remain in a constant 
state or flux, and, in theory at least, is capable of no behavior whatsoever if he is 
bombarded frequently enough by opposing viewpoints. There is no constant “person” 
who may decide upon these viewpoints in her “mind.” Aside from the fact that this 
argument is obviously and intuitively unrelated to the world as wo know it, and live it 
i. may in addition be proven false. It may be proven that living things differ from dead 
things "i that living beings refer to the world, have the capacity to choose a goal and 
strive for it on the basis of an understanding of the situation. We shall do so in great 
detail later when we discuss alternative hypotheses to Skinner, but for now let us cite 

iS £* P henomenon equipolentiality, which dialectical 
psychologist Carl Ratner describes as a situation where an “organism spontaneously 
(without trying out the response) comes up with new ways of coping with the 
situation when familiar ways are unavailable; (this) shows that even primitive 
organisms are not confined to a given mode of existence hut are capable of re orienting 
their activity to achieve desired states. ”(14) As examples of this he cites the fact that 
water-beetles instantly adapt their mode of locomotion to the loss of a leg a „d that 
when Renoir became crippled with arthritis in his fingers, he fixed a brush to his 
torearm and went on pamtmg for twenty years. The important point here is that these 
responses occured without knowledge of the consequences, totally untried, and so 
were not subject to reinforcement by environmental contingencies. Since all 
Jfdienom 61 ” 6111, 8CCOrdlns Skinner, is post-behavioral, it has no relevance to these 













Tn^-5urn a T^^Qiajoir questiorfs which Skinner’s theories cannot handle are those which 
concern the —of human understanding, goal-orientation, blatant 

individuality, and creativity. Or, to put it another way, anything which points 
conclusively to a personal identity of some sort. These points may all be summed up 
into one major question: If there is no inner life of any sort, how do stimuli become 
converted into responses? It is obvious that there must be a mechanism of some sort 
within each person to perform this task, or else none of the phenomena we have 
presented could possibly exist, We recognize, according to Ratner* that 


the organism would not know what anything was or how to react to it if 
he did not have an orientation towards the world, and this is where all 
mechanistic theories break down; they cannot explain how any particular 
behavior comes to occur in the absence of a consciousness that recognizes 
its appropriateness. Simply positing a law that governs the behavior to 
recognize the setting as one covered by the law . . . (15) 


If it was not obvious before, It certainly is obvious now that some sort of human 
consciousness exists* and that it acts as an autonomous agent to at least some degree of 
computation and recognition. Autonomy implies automatically a will, for choice is 
involved (I did, for whatever crazy reasons, choose to read his lousy book, although it 
is not the only one I have read this year). Let us then survey some of the more 
important theories of free will* so that we may get some idea of how worthy Mr, 
Skinner’s opponents are. 


3. The Alternatives : Christianity 

Perhaps the oldest theories concerning free will come to us through Christianity. 
Plato and the Greek philosophers never touched upon this question directly, although 
their philosophies implied certain attitudes concerning it. For Plato* the nature of man 
was to gravitate towards the rational, and so deviation was not so much a question of 
will as of error. Freedom was not, as such, a property of human beings, but rather a 
human being became free through the acquisition of true knowledge, for only then 
could one act towards the Good. 

This attitude is carried over womewhat into the more explicit Christian theories of 
free will. (Although there is no monolithic body of Chrisitan philosophy, we shall try 
to present it for the purposes of this paper in its most basic divisions. We are speaking 
here, of course, of Catholic philosophers* for the later thinkers such as Luther and 
Calvin reject the earlier doctrines of free will in favor of a more determinist dogma), 
The philosophy of St, Thomas Aquinas, for example, could justifiably be called 
Platonic, The will here is the subordinate instrument of the intellect, for man tends 
towards that which he perceives as good. Men choose evil only when they misjudge it 
to be good. ‘The root of all liberty/’ he writes, “is found in reason,” Choice is a 
function of the will, wherein one attempts to choose means to fulfill that tendency 
towards a good end. The will cannot have a tendency towards evil except insofar as 
cognition is defective, and there is error. 

Further, cognition is clouded only when the mind becomes preoccupied, principally 
by passion. This may be overcome, once again, by reason alone. He does however, 
allow for the possibility of a different, world-view than his own in the possibility of 
mortal sin, wherein one adopts evil premises (e.g. God does not exist), and his reason 
and will direct him on the basis of these. It is in this case alone that reason is of no 
avail in turning someone from the path of sin, for he is operating according to invalid 
premises. Thus, individuality is allowed for through free adoption of promises, but 
there is still an objective standard of good and evil, towards which rationality alone 
may lead. 

Jumping ahead quite a bit, we note that Aldous Huxley, too, while not strictly a 
Christian philosopher, expresses similar views in his novel Brave New World. He 
identifies religion as the impulse to deny body and acknowledge soul, and thus it 
becomes the adversary of behavioural technology, which views man in a totally 
physical manner. In Huxley's “utopia,” for instance, the only goal ties in the 
immediate gratification of the senses — all critical and free thought is forsaken for a 
conformity which will guarantee security and happiness. In this world, the loss of 
religion (in its broadest sense) is inevitable, and he cites the Christian philosopher 
Maine de Biran as saying that we turn to religion only as wc lose our attachment to the 
physical world. Mustapha Mond^concludes: 41 Well, now weVe got youth and prosperity 
right up to the end, W T hat follows? Evidently, that we can be independent of 
God.”(l7) There is no passion, no suffering — only comfort. The Savage screams in 
protest: “But I don’t want comfort. I want God, I want poetry, I want real danger, I 
want freedom, I want goodness, I want sin...I’m claiming the right to be 
unhappy. ”(18) 


We notice here that the soul, while transcendant of the body, has become a little 
less an instrument or reason* and more of an instrument of passion. When the savage 
screams, “I want sin,” he is affirming the right to freedom even at the cost of choosing 
evil. This tendency becomes more pronounced when we examine authors such as 
Burgess and Dostoevsky. Burgess* in A Clockwork Orange* tries to show that goodness 
cannot be forced into man, that he cannot be made to listen to the “Word of God” 
through beatings and threats of hellfire* as they try to do at the prison where Alex is 
originally confined. The prison chaplain himself realizes this; “Goodness is something 
chosen. When a man cannot choose he ceases to be a man.”(19) There is not any point 
to good and evil without freedom* for without freedom man cannot be held 
responsible for what he does. Freely chosen evil, therefore, is superior to coerced 
good, for at least it rcatains its meaning. Freedom, therefore* comes to consist more 
and more in Christian thought of the spontaneity or passion. 

In Dosteovsky this tendency is more pronounced, with the categories “good” and 
“evil” attracting Less attention in favor of the internal personal conflict. True freedom 
for Sostoevsky Ls best instanced by tremendous suffering and anguish, for manfs 
freedom consists in being condemned to choose in a world where asy categories do not 
exist. Raskolnikov swings from the wrathful avenger (symbolized by the God of the 
Old Testament) to the forgiving hunble, loving soul (symbolized by the God of the Old 
Testament) and in both instances he is portrayed as just. Thus* man begins to loath his 
freedom, for he craves a stable conception of the object of life so that his choice may 
be made easier; he will always trate his freedom for peace and security. Here is the 
Grand Inquisitor's “Indictment; of Christianity: 

And behold, instead of giving a firm foundation for setting the conscience 
of man at rest forever, Thou didst choose all that is exceptional, vague and 
puzzling . . Thou didst desire man's free love, that he should follow Thee 
freely* enticed and taken captive by Thee. In place of the rigid ancient law, 
man must hereafter with free heart decide for himself what is good and 
what is evil* having only Thy image before him as a guide. But didst Thou 
not know thai be would at last reject even Thy image and Thy truth* if he 
k weighed down with the terrible burden of free choice?(20) 

Men will become happy when they forsake responsibility in favor of security* for they 
wil] no longer isolated and anguished. 

mat Dostoevsky was describing Is the state of modern man. The overpowering 
question of our time is no longer whether to choose good or evil, but rather whether 
to cRbose at all The possibilities for man to relinquish his freedom in favor of security 
have become greater and greater. Dostoevsky’s anguished cry of 1881 has been 
transformed into futuristic nightmares by Huxley and Orwell* and into “progressive” 
visions by “scientific” minds such as Skinner, 

It is significant* too* that the divine imperatives of good and evil become so 
ambiguous in Dostoevsky as to be a cause for anguish* for it is anguish that comes to 
characterize modern philosophy once Nietzsche finally proclaims the death of God 
iirst heralded by the Grand Inquisitor. There is no longer an overseer of any sort* no 
eternal rewards or retributions. But with this anguish comes even more freedom, for, 
as Camus says, “If the absurd cancels all my chances of eternal freedom* it restores and 
magnifies, on the other hand* my freedom of action.”(21) It is to the world without 
God that we now turn. 


soLt/r/o/v 



4. The alternatives : Dialectical Phenomenology 

Many philosophies of freedom arose following the passing away of God. Most of 
these however, continued in the Platonic tradition of positing an essential nature or 
tendency in man; notably Freudianism* liberalism, and behaviorism. The objections to 
Freud are quite different than the objections to the other two schools, and so we shall 
not attempt to deal with it here. Surprisingly enough, however, we may find that the 
arguments against behaviorism and liberalism are surprisingly similar, and so we may 
well deal with them together, in order to try and discover what a better alternative 
might be. 

Liberal (sometimes called “existential”) psychology has its roots in political 
liberalism. Liberalism focuses on private, individual interest, and does not attempt to 
grasp society as a totality* moving towards certain goals, This in effect obscured the 
real fabric of society* for the illusion of individual freedom was fostered* when in fact 
society was determined and moved by the bourgeosie. 

With lack of an overall societal program, liberal capitalism inevitably began to fall 
apart, and the need for some attention to be paid to societal goals became evident. 
This need was perverted into 20th century totalitarianism. According to Marcuse, the 
emphasis on folkhood, totality* and culture “did not arise as a philosophical 
speculation; economic development actually requires it,”(22) Fascism did not* 
however* attack to socio-economic framework that engendered it* but merely 
substituted a collectivist ideology in place of individualism. 

We have* then* the two doctrines of liberalism and totalitarianism, corresponding to 
liberal psychology and behaviorism respectively. The former, for instance* places all 
emphasis on spontaneous personal expression* as did the Intense individuals of political 
liberalism. In therapy* “personal revelations do not accompany or fill out social 
intercourse; they totally constitute it , . . Larger issues such as understanding oneself in 
terms of one’s culture are avoided in favor of immediate, intuited relationships.’^23) 
The illusion is fostered that one has a real self which may be totally separated from the 
social surroundings. If fact* Carl Rogers* an existential psychologist, goes so far as to 
suggest that delinquency may be eliminated by reconciling delinquents to their 
situation and having them “find themselves” within it* rather than examining or 
changing their situation,(24) The major thrust of this individualism, then, is to resign 
oneself to the status quo; conformity is seen as fulfilling. 










As totalitarianism arose from liberalism, so with behaviorism. The reaction was 
extreme: complete denial of a personal self in favor of examining mansocial nature 
only. Data which could not be publicly confirmed was dismissed. For example, the 
now-famous ease of the woman who stole to web, hoarded food, and Wore excessive 
clothing should provide some illumination. She was “treated” by a behavioxist who 
forced towels upon her until her room was overflowing, and did not let her into meals 
unless she wore an acceptable amount of clothing. We see, then, according to Ratner, 
that 

These 3 behaviors were treated separately; there was no attempt to 
determine whether they expressed a coherent relation of tt*e subject to her 
world, what they meant to her, or why she performed them . . . Treatment 
was considered successful if the patient became more sociable with the 
other patients, and if she was accepted back into society . . , {25} 

The main thrust of behaviorism s although it claims to focus on the environment is 
actually directed towards the individual, The surrounding status quo is never 
questioned, and the individual is conditioned to conform to it. The content of 
behavior is never questioned’ there is a purely formal need to conform to social norms. 
The social process moves on inexorably, outside of human volition, and no one knows 
or cares where the norms originate. Thus, we are left with no analysis of society or of 
individuals, and only with an abstract, universal individual who may be conditioned 
towards some end or other 6n the basis of her inevitable biological needs. 

A similar process may be observed in individualism. Although it claims to focus only 
on the specific individual, we observe that isolating an individual from society leaves 
him without specific content. The only content which liberalism provides for are a 
number of abstract, universal qualities (desires, needs, etc.) common to all men. Both 
behaviorism and liberalism, then, end up with only an abstract individual, who in both 
instances is unable to touch or affect the status quo. 

In addition, both school of thought cannot conceive of puposive, goal-oriented 
action. In both, man lives only for the moment. Individualists say "do your own thing, 
by which they mean total spontaneity, the "elimination of evaluation, interpretation, 
and constraints on behavior * * , ”(25) Behaviorisms emphasize that the only essence of 
humanity is based on immediate pleasure-pain* 

Besides supporting the surrounding society in abstract manner through their 
Structure, the content of both schools reflects the specific content of bourgeois 
society. As Marcuse says, of liberalism, “The restriction of happiness to the sphere of 
consumption, which appears spearated from the process of production, stabilizes the 
particularity and the subjectivity of happiness in a society where the rational unity of 
production and consumption, of labor and enjoyment, has not been brought 
about. 3 '(27) In behaviorism, too, the stress on egocentrism reflects a competitive 
society based on private ownership. Only egocentric behavior is regarded as the truth 
of the human condition, and “research” is designed to obscure ah oth^r types of 
motivation. 

In sum, both types of psychology 

are abstract doctrines of sociality and individuality which deal with neither 
sociality nor the individual. Instead, both deal with seemingly universal 
characteristics of the individual which are actually reflections of the status 
quo* Positing a society without individuals or individuals without a society 
produces an individual who is neither an individual (since he is merely the 
embodiment of universal tendencies), nor a social being (since he doesn’t 
exist in any society).(28) 

Logically, then, we have a situation which cannot exist, and which, in fact, does not 
exist, except insofar as it l& a fiction for bourgeois thinking* In behaviorism, for 
example, the determined term (Individual) has no substance except as it is granted by 
the determiner (environment)* This situation is an impossibility, as it would in turn 
negate the existence of any causative agent as well, since no cause can be a cause unless 
is has something to act. upon. In individualism, conversely, society is kept at such a 
distance that, within these theoretical limits, no self can possibly exist, for we 1 ate left 
wondering where any specific individual content could possibly derive from. It Is easily 
seen that both of these extremes destroy the human situation rather than explaining it* 


The alternative to these philosophies is a phenomenological world-view, in which 
subject and world are interdependent. The most basic tenet of this view, as expressed 
by Husserl, Heidegger, Sartre, and others, is that all consciousness is consciousness of 
something* What this means is .that consciousness derives all content from the world, 
and conversely that the world possesses no meaning except insofar as it is organized by 
a consciousness. My perception of a house, for instance, includes not only the 
perspectjval aspect afforded my perception at this instant, but also anticipations of 
how it will look from other perspectives, recognition of it* similarity to other houses 
(general concept), retention of past perspectives, and house in contrast to surrounding 
objects* Thus, we explain the origin of social meaning, as well as the derivation of the 
content of consciousness, both of which behaviorism and liberalism fail to do. 

For Sartre, existence is composed of two opposing forces: being (the world) and 
nothingness (consciousness). Nothingness derives its meaning solely as the negation of 
being, i.e*, human reality is a “being-m-the-world,” On the other hand, the world 
cannot be realized at the totality “world” until it is negated by the nothingness of 
consciousness, i.e., given a human meaning. Consciousness is not part of being, but 
rather lies beyond it in order to organize it and know it, and conversely no 
organization can exist unless being is there in the first place to be organized. 

Consciousness, furthermore, must always remain as nothingness ffoHtself) and 
never pick up the properties of being (in-itself). This is because in order to be 
conscious of objects, we must be removed from (transcend) them That which has a 
presence as being is always not-me. I am exactly and only that which is conscious of 
bemg. Knowing belongs to the for-itself alone, for the reason that only the for-itself 
can appear to itself as not being what it knows.”(29) 

One of the best examples of consciousness as negation occurs in Sartre’s description 
ot imagination. When I imagine something, what I am really doing is perceiving an 
object in terms of an absence rather than a presence* Imagination calls forth the 
object, and thus lies at the heart of all creativity and originality. Thus, there exist two 
types of future: the one, a real movement following implacably from present reality 
° W i t “ rOU ^ a s ^ n £)> and the other pure anticipation (utopian visions). 

What exactly occurs is that we understand ourselves as belng-in-situation, and then use 
our power of negation to transcend that towards an image not included in that 
situation. We imagine centaurs because we can understand the world as a place where 
centaurs do not exist. We may see that this hypothesis is the direct opposite of 
Skmners* For Skinner, creation is impossible (or, at least, he cannot explain its 
existence) because men are a series of determined psychical facts that can only reflect 
the real 


Imagination is only one instance of the fundamental being of consciousness, which 
is freedom. Consciousness, for Sartre, is synonomous with freedom, and, furthermore 
freedom can only be expressed through action, since nothingness has the power of 
negation only in relation to a world. This freedom is a surpassing of the world, for 
from the moment of the first conception of the act, consciousness has been able to 
leave the level of being in order to frankly approach non-being* ”(30) One can say 
negative things about a situation only by conceiving of an absence, that is, by 
comparing reality to an ideal* Those who cannot conceive of anything besides reality 
as in Skinner s or Orwell's world* cannot be discontent. 


Another fact of freedom stems from the previously stated fact that consciousness 
cannot be an in-ifeelf. This means that if possesses no properties, including the motives 
for an action as if they were trapped inside my head. Similarly, I am not svnonnmom 
with my goals, although 1 may choose them. Will and passion arc not attributes ] 
possess, but are means I use towards a particular chosen project. My passions foi 
instance are not roused by a particular situation, but by the attitude which I 'take 

thH^hL^fliS ”OlT' The PaSSi ° nal faCt ’” Writes Sartre ’ as a supreme end 


I uus. 


causes 


* T , r m y actions appear only in relation to the projects (values 

meanings) which I choose Starvation is a cause for seeking employment only if I value 
. I ” 1 ore than laziness. Jealousy is a motive for the murder of my wife only if mv 
attitude tow^s the world is such that any being who infringes upon my 
possessions, inspires my project toward his annhilation. We create, then, not the 
content of the world, but all the meaning and relationships within it, for these arise 
only through human projects. 
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A rather sticky point which tends to arise in any discussion of Sartre’s conception 
of freedom is the notion that our freedom may be in some way limited by the world, 
by the factual situation, and that choices therefore are not infinite. Since we have 
already stated that consciousness derives its content totally from the world, and that 
our choices must be in terms of the world (“A choice which would be in terms of 
nothing , . . would be a choice of nothing.”(32)), this argument would seem to possess 
some validity* Let us* however, examine the matter more closely. 


We have already shown that the meaning of any situation is constituted only 
through my projects in relation to it. Thus, the “adversity” of any situation can arise 
only if I choose to give it that meaning. A mountain will appear “unscalable” only if 
we approach it with the intention of climbing it, and, in addition, the degree of 
unscalability will fall as the intensity of our desire increases, until adversity totally 
disappears at the point where my desire to climb outweighs my desire to live. We 
realize of course, that by saying this we admit that “success is not important to 
freedom, 1 *(33) but that only the attempt is central. This argument applies to all factual 
situations of existence; “Even the red-hot pincers of the torturer do not exempt us 
from being feee.”(34) “Impossibility” is freely constituted* 

In addition, the concept of freedom could not arise at all unless the world stood as 
an obstacle between intention and realization. The very existence of the world is an 
obstacle to realizing my goals, but my goals could not exist except through a world. 

We have summarized here, hopefully with a minimum of coherence, a complete 
ontological system which provides a concrete foundation for replacing the prevailing* 
views of liberalism and behaviorism, a phenomenological system which preserves the 
basic subject-object dialectic. We must, however, propose a few modifications to 
Sartre’s theory before we may regard it as totally complete. Carl Ratner, for instance, 
proposes that Sartre’s main weakness lies in the fact that all choice is purely personal, 
and that societal factors weigh little in the process. We would agree with Ratner on 
this point-'in order for a dialectic to operate, both factors must he given equal weight. 

It is also true, as Ratner claims, that for Sartre the world is “not something that 
consciousness Lakes account of as having a concrete nature stemming from certain 
origins , * . There is an external world beyond human comprehension and control, and 
this world has a certain quality that it imparts to behavior.”(35) The actual, concrete 
movement of society is ignored by Sartre except as it relates to personal freedom. Mo 
attempt is made to detail, at least in his early works, the specific changes that are 
plausible for autonomous man in a real world. We say plausible because here we are 
talking about real effects, not of a situation where “success is not important.” 

This is not to say, of course, that these modifications are incompatible with Sartre’s 
basic theory* Because Sartre does not concentrate on the concrete world docs hot 
mean that he views the world as “immutable” or “indomitable,” as Ratner claims. In 
fact, in Sartre’s contention that consciousness places meaning into the world, and in 
the concoirmaitanl notion that all meaning is expressed through action, his theories 
seem more than ripe for the changes Ratner proposes. 

III. THE IDEOLOGY OF BEHAVIORISM 


Laing’s discussion of schizophrenia in The Politictof Experience provides us with an 
excellent example of the political uses of mystification. The term “shizophrenia” he 
explains, is an attempt to turn opinion into fact. The psychiatrist is taken a priori as 
being sane, and thus when the patient proffers a differing viewpoint than that of the 
doctor, he is declared insane. The norms are created by society, and those who deviate 
are labelled “schizophrenic,” and turned into outcasts. “There is no such ‘condition* as 
shizophrema’,” writes Laing, “but the label is a soeiki fact and the social fact a 
political event... It is a social prescription that rationalizes a set of social actions 
whereby the labelled person is annexed by others, . .”(42) What is in actuality a 
relationship between subjective views is turned into a clash between truth and 
deviation through the process of mystification. We have turned social ideology into 
truth, and so it is justified when it subsumes the individual* 

Manipulation and mystification of language also plays a major role in helping to 
devastate freedom in Orwell’s 1984. The goal of society in this novel is to gain total 
control over individual thought, and eliminate the possibility of deviation so that 
societal stability is preserved. In order to do this, a new system of language called 
Newspeak was developed, in which all undesirable concepts are eliminated so that 
deviant thought becomes impossible, since “there will be no words in which to 
express. ’(43) Value-words are given only approved definitions. This is the ultimate 
step in the process of mystification which has begun in a large-scale in our time 
( Arbeit Mach Frei read the concentration camp entrances), a process required by 
the growth of totalitarian tendencies. We may see, then, that a free and living language 
is an essential component of human freedom. It is no accident that all totalitarian 
states, both real and fictive, censor books, and neither is it any accident that free 
thought was fostered in the Savage through Shakespeare, or that Winston Smith 
awakes from a dream of freedom with the word “Shakespeare” on his lips. 

Lest we think that the totalitarian tendencies herein described are only in books or 
other countries, let us turn now to a brief look at the new Patuxent Institution for 
Defective Delinquents which has been established in Jessup, Md* This institution is run 
by behavioral scientists for the purposes of “curing” prisoners of “criminal” 
tendencies, and its operation is described to us in the N.Y. Times Magazine of Sept, 
171 19 72. 


The prisoners at Patuxent are held on indeterminate sentences, U., they are released 
only when the directors feel they are ready to re-enter society as a “responsible 
citizen. f You are, in fact, threatened with the prospect of being held prisoner until 
you acquiesce and agree to live peaceably within the confines of society. For instance 
Roosevelt Murray, convicted of auto theft, was sent to Patuxent from a regular prison 
just as his four year sentence there was about to expire. Thus far, he has spent 11 years 
m Patuxent* At one of his periodic hearings, he is told: “Why don’t you behave in 
some way so we feel we can let you out?”(44) 


Although most of the prisoners are black ghetto-dwellers, no attempt is made to 
understand or change the environment which might have led to crime, but, as is typical 
with behaviorists, the individual the focus of socialization. The institution is an 
attempt to mold prisoners into society, through the use of alternating rewards and 
punishments* Aspects of “positive reinforcement” include use of a graded-tier system 
which m addition to being a purely mechanical means towards bullying prisoners to 
accept certain values, encompasses those values within its own structure, i.e. the 
heir arc hi cal competitive values of bourgeois society. Dr. Croce, a director of the 
prison, says the system works “because that's the way life itself is set up’’(45) and he 

* “ - he that he is s P* akin £ of bourgeois life* In addition, good 

old-fashioned negative remforcers” such as solitary confinement are also employed. 

Mystification and jargonism are also to be found at Patuxent. When the legality of 
revoking the work-permit of a prisoner was questioned, for instance, Dr. Olive Quinn 
rephed; I think all we need is a new terminology. “(46) And, once again In the case of 
Roosevelt Murray, the term ’paranoid” is applied to him and used as an excuse for 
continuing to hold him when he expressed hatred towards the United States and 
expressed a desire to move to Russia. 


Finally in desperation, Murray does all he can do in such a situation-he stabs a 
social worker* There ensues this exchange at his hearing: 

Quinn (sweetly): And did yon think the way to get out or here was to stab a 
social worker? 


Throughout Beyond Freedom and Dignity, Skinner repeatedly asserts that 
behaviorism is a totally objective, value-free science* “(Behavioral) technology is 
ethically neutral,” he proclaims.(36) Bui to what extent can we trust this assertion? If 
our previous discussion is any indication at all the answer is; very little. 

Firstly, we have already shown that behaviorism constructs a system of values based 
on the “biological necessities” of the pleasure-pain principle. All is based, according to 
Skinner, totally on self-interest. “Good things,” he says, “are positive reinforcers.”(37) 
As we have seen, this is not an attitude based on rigorous scientific research, but is, 
rather, a reflection of the bourgeois values of competition and isolation. What is 
proposed as a neutral system is telling me that the only good things are those which 
produce individual pleasure. 

In addition, we have also seen that the structure of behaviorism is such that it 
incorporates and sustains societal goals as opposed to individual goals-this is its 
totalitarian aspect. In a certain sense, then, Skinner is correct in stating that his science 
is value-free, for its nature is to uphold societal fabric, regardless of content. The real 
thrust, as we have noted, is towards conditioning individual behavior to conform to 
society. It is small wonder, then, that Skinner’s ultimate expressed value is the survival 
of culture, and that his goal is that of creating more malleable individuals. The goal of 
behavioral technology, he writes, is to “make organisms more sensitive to the 
consequences of their actions*”(38) In this way they can be more efficiently induced 
to work for the supreme value of cultural survival; “We are concerned here . . , with 
the design of a whole culture, and the survival of culture then emerges as a special kind 
of value*”(39) Once this is admitted, we may draw the obvious connection; for the 
Nazis, too, survival of culture was “a special kind of value,” to be prized above such 
petty considerations as human freedom. Because Skinner refuses to deal with cultural 
content, culture per se becomes the highest value, and everything else must be 
conformed to that value, as cultural content has no ethical or moral basis in itself. 
Thus, everything is permissible in pursuit of cultural survival, from brainwashing to 
concentration camps. We all become rats in a Skinner box. Ultimately, his ideal seems 
to be something like the Bokanovsky process; “Ideal men and women; in uniform 
batches. ”(40) 

Realizing all this, we must begin to wonder at exactly how behaviorism passes itself 
off as a scientific discipline. The only answer seems to be that a process of 
mystification is occuring, a process whereby the truth of a situation is obscured by the 
manipulation of language. What occurs is that Skinner adopts a certain set of values, 
and, Instead of putting them forth as such, posits them as objective scientific truths by 
re-defining science such that the only results that could possibly be obtained by such a 
science are those that reflect his values* He tells us that what are in reality a set of 
opinions is the natural order of things, and then “proves” this to us by "scientifically” 
examining only those things that will produce the illusion of such an order. 

We understand, of course, that this is not a personal trick played upon the world by 
R,F* Skinner, but rather that it represents the manipulation of the individual by 
society, for whom Skinner is merely an agent. The prevailing ideology of the society is 
represented as objective truth, and so consciousness becomes rigid and enslaved, for it 
introjects this ideology on the presumption that it is true, and all deviation or 
subjective interpretation is untrue. Says Laing: “The texture of the fabric of the 
socially shared illusions we call reality, and our collusive madness is what we call 
sanity. ”(41) 
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Murray (loudly, pleadingly): You’re killing me, aren’t you? You people don’t 
realize what you did to me in my 14 years here. You know that Roosevelt 
Murray never stabbed anyone before he came here.{47) 

“What we do,” says Dr. Boslow, “is to socialize them.'’(48) If the Boslows and 
hkmners have their way, we will all be happy automatons, just because we could not 
bear the anguish of freedom, and craved the safety of authority* 
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richard herrnstein: 

institutionalized racism 


Psychological testing, like 
other p s e u do-scientific 
endeavors is only one other 
mechanism used by the 
bourgeoise society to 
maintain and perpetuate the 
existing social order. It is 
not surprising, in a society 
rooted in the oppression of 
minority groups and the 
working poor, that 
theoreticians should emerge 
who attempt to prove and 
justify this with supportive 
"scientific 1 theory. 
I ntel 1 igen ce, person al ity, 
value, and vocational 
interest tests, developed 
during the last BO years 
have been designed to 
classify, separate, and 
relegate masses of people to 
substandard conditions, 
poverty and unemploy¬ 
ment. This use of science by 
the ruling class as a 
mechanism with which to 
suppress groups of people 
and thereby maintain their 
power is not a novel 
phenomenon. In wartime 


Germany, the thories of 
Nazi psychologist Jaensch, 
who classified people into 
superior and inferior types, 
were used by Hitler to 
rationalize the mass murder 
of Jews, Gypsies, 

C o mmunists and the 
mentally ill. The Jensenism 
of today, like the Jaenchism 
of Hitler, can and may serve 
essentially the same 
function. By espousing 
theories of the genetic 
inferiority of Black women 
and workers, Jensen, along 
with Shockley, Eysenck, 
Herrnstein and Banfeld, all * 
recognized professionals in 
their fields, justify and 
facilitate shifing the burden 
and blame of unemploy¬ 
ment and poverty onto 
those who are the most 
oppressed. They blame the 
present economic crisis on 
its victims instead of its 
beneficiaries, Such theories 
serve only the large 
corporations and their 
p o litical representatives, 



and attack the legitimate 
aspirations of oppressed 
people for a decent life. 

As an aside, it is 
extremely interesting to 
note, that in a study of the 
social backgrounds of 128 
authors of studies indicating 
inherent I.Q. differences 
between Blacks and Whites, 
Sherwood and Nataupsky 
(Journal of Personality and 
Social Psych. 19G8) 
concluded that “taken 
together, these biographical 
data would seem to indicate 
that investigators whose 
research was categorized as 
concluding that Negroes are 
innately inferior 
intellectually came from 
higher socio-economic 
backgrounds." Is it merely 
coincidence that those 
soc ial 4 * scien tists " who 
would forever relegate 
Blacks, women and workers 
to a “low capacity Residue” 
are themselves members of 
the upper, ruling class? 

The use of value and 
vocational interests tests for 
job selection (such as the 
Kuder-Richardson, and the 
Strong tests) function in the 
same manner as I.Q* tests, 
to promote sexism, racism 
and class discrimination. 
The fallacies inherent in this, 
type of testing, like those of 
I-Q. testing are not difficult 
to demonstrate. In these 
tests the values and interests 
of selected groups of 
tradespeople and 
professionals (he. doctors) 
are compiled. The people 
tested are by and large 
established in their careers, 
over 40, middle class 



protestant and white. If an 
item like “I enjoy playing 
golf is one characteristic of 
doctors, and not, say, 
carpenters* then that item 
will serve to differentiate 
between those two classes 
of occupation, and that 
item will be included. To 
the degree that an 
applicant's values and 
interests match those of the 
already established groups, 
he or she is scored either 
high or low on that 
occupation's corresponding 
scale. Thus one whose 
values don't match those of 
already established 
professionals would be told 
by counsellors that he or 
she would be “more 
satisfied" as a carpenter, for 
instance, than a doctor. 
Given that people are 
channeled into and selected 
for jobs on the basis of 
these tests, it is not 
surprising that follow up 
studies intended to prove 
the validity should 


demonstrate easily that 
those holding certain values 
and interests will eventually 
find their way to these jobs 
and that those with 
dissimilar interests will not. 
Job selection on the basis of 
these tests is indeed a 
self-fulfilling prophecy. This 
method of selection by the 
ruling class, although 
seemingly “impartial" 
assures that the same types 
of people from the same 
socio-cultural backgrounds; 
will be recruited into the 
high salary high prestige 
professional and corporate 
jobs. 

Herrnstein *s Theories 

Richard Herrnstein, 
Harvard Psychologist and 
member of University 
Committee for Rational 
Alternatives (UCRA), 
recently published an article 
in the September 17 issue 
of the Atlantic Monthly 
entitled “IQ". Normally, 


Most psychologists hold to freedom of speech and freedom of 
inquiry as an inalienable right. In this spirit the perennial 
discussion of the supposed genetic inferiority of millions of Black 
people and lower social class Whites Is seen as fair game. In none 
of the articles that periodically appear debating the pros and cons 
do these authors ever discuss the negative consequences of 
espousing such theories and weighing the negative consequences 
with the so-called benefits that might accrue from the knowledge 
derived from scientific research on this subject, 

Jensen’s article has already had considerable impact on the 
climate and thought both in the United States and elsewhere. A 
South African psychologist (Sespa, 1972) writes that “Jensen's 
notorious article in Harvard Educational Review in 1969 was 
ecstatically reviewed by psychologists and others in South Africa 
as “proving scientifically” that White South Africans had known 
all along" (p. 9). As presently at Universities in the U.S.A., 
Jensen’s article was prescribed for students in the Department of 
Education at one prominent South African university, while the 
subsequent issue of the HER containing article reviews of 
Jensen’s views mysteriously disappeared from the library. Closer 
to home John Neary reports in Life Magazine (1970) that “White 
House domestic advisor Danie Moynihan had been moved to 
remark that ’the winds of Jensen’ were gusting through the 
capital at gale force/’ According to Neary, Nixon reported to 
Congress that compensatory education was a failure, and 
although making no mention of Jensen’s article, he knew about 
it. This is indeed confirmed by Moynihan who in a cabinet 
meeting was asked by the President as to "What about Jensen?” 
Jensen’s article has also been used in legal cases to support and 
maintain desegregation in schools. One Southern congressman 
had the entire 137 page article (the longest ever published in the 
HER) reprinted word for word in the Congressional Record for 
the enlightenment of his White constituents. The influence of 
Jensenism, however, may have an even wider and pervasive subtle 
influence in the way that counsellors, teachers, researchers, etc. 


treat poor Black and working Whites. Recently fifty prominent 
psychiatrists, sociologists, psychologists, educational 
psychologists, physicists and biochemists including Jensen, 
Bernstein and Esysenck took an advertisement in the American 
Psychologist in which they state that "We have investigated much 
evidence concerning the role of inheritance in human abilities and 
behavior, and, we believe such hereditary influences are very 
strong/ 1 Although the resolution makes no reference to ; 
Black-White or sociahelass genetic differences, the advertisement 
is an obvious response to the attacks made by "radical” and 
environmentalists” against Jensen and Hemstein's racist 
theories. Among the signers of the resolution were four Nobel 
Laureates, eight chairmans of psychology departments, five 
distinguished professors, three deans, one vice chancellor and 30 
full professors. These people were not from "hick” universities 
but represented the most prestigious universities in the U.S., 
Canada, Britain, and France. Moreover, these prestigious scientists 
proceeded to resolve that editors of journals, textbook writers, 
and teachers of sociology, social psychology, social anthropology, 
educational psychology and psychological measurement give a 
"responsible weight to hereditary factors.” It is not surprising 
that with the sanction of such distinguished scientists all sorts of 
oppressive treatment of Blacks and poor people Is perpetrated by 
others. We learn from Breggjn ( ) that psychosurgeons suggest 
that lobotomies work best with Blacks than Whites, with poor 
than the rich. Jacob (1970) in his article on the Department of H 
Defense radiation therapy conducted by the University of 
Cincinatti medical school on poor, low IQ terminal cancer 
patients, many of whom died because of over-exposure to lethal 
radiation, asked the psychologist if the consent of the patient was 
obtained. In response the psychologist stated, "You could talk 
until you were blue in the fact to some of these people and what 
you are referring to as informed consent would not be possible 
Jacobs goes on to say that when the psychologist mentioned 
"these people” she was referring to indigent Black and White 
patients, many of whom had little education. 

































when someone publishes an 
article in the Atlantic 
Monthly it’s no great 
shakes, because it obviously 
happens every month. But 
Herrnstein is different. He's 
up to something, trying to 
push across an idea that is 
so dangerous to the Left 
that all that he does, as well 
as other members of UCRA, 
warrants special attention. 

Herrnstein, along with 
Arthur Jensen of Berkeley, 
are bringing back an old 
theory; that Black people 
are inherently genetically 
less intelligent than White 
people. Right off the bat it 
sounds racist, but merely 
calling it such doesn’t refute 
the arguments it puts forth 
in the name of science. So, 
we have two major areas to 
cover in dealing with 
Herrnstein: The first is to 
understand the social 
circumstances (i.e, the 
context) in which he puts 
across his theory, why at 
this time, what ends will it 
serve, etc. The second area 
is whether it is scientifically 
sound, whether it has any 
basis in reality. 

As extensively covered in 
the introduction to this 
section of Red Balloon, the 
State is constantly trying to 
split the working-class into 
a myriad of segments, to 
prevent these segments 
from getting together to 
fight the real enemy. In 
order to force people to 
work against their own best 
objective interests, the 
ruling class socializes us, 
setting down various devices 
through which we become 
inculcated with all sorts of 
subjects, devisive ideologies. 
There is a need, in order to 
maintain the State, 
particularly in this 
economic period of decay, 
for a potent ideology to set 
workers against each other, 
rather than focus on the 
real cause of our 
oppression. Such is the case 
with the “ workfare’* 
program, which forces 
welfare recipient, to scab 
on strikes or else tney won’t 
get their checks. Just two 
weeks ago, at an upstate 
hospital that was on strike, 
the local draftboard ordered 
2 conscientious objectors 
who had refused to cross 
the picket-lines of workers, 
to do so, or else forfeit their 
deferment. It Is through 
mechanisms such as these, 
that the capitalist state 
forces us to work against 
our own interests. 

During the McCarthy era, 
for example, Sidney Hook 
provided the “intellectual” 
logic behind the fear and 
smear campaigns against all 
Leftists, Liberals, and 
everyone else. Now, in 
order to justify the keeping 


of Black people at the 
bottom-rung of the wage 
scales, in order to keep 
racist hiring systems intact, 
in order to justify the 
abnormally large number of 
Black people killed on the 
front lines in Vietnam, in 
order to justify the daily 
genocide of Black people in 
general, of the shootings at 

Jackson State, at the 

murders at Southern 

University, the ruling-class 
could use an ideology that 
would say: “Don’t worry 
too much about it. Black 
people are mentally 

inferior. What’s more, 
they’re bom like that and 
there is nothing they can do 
about it. It’s in their genes.” 
Such an ideology, if 
adopted (and it is) by large 
numbers of people not only 
tends to subdue outrage and 
protest as the genocidal 
activities of the State, but 
fosters the same ideas in 
White-racist heads, so that 
White-Supremists do the 
government’s dirty work for 
it. 

Richard H err nstein’s 
research fulfills this need 
admirably. It says 
everything the government 
likes to hear, couched in 
high-fallu tin ’ “ in tel lectual ’ s 
language to make it sound 
s c ientif i c. Of course, 
Herrnstein will say it’s 
academic freedom to do his 
research, it’s his right as a 
free person. Well, let’s take 
a look at what his research 
says before we decide what 
to do with him. 


There is no parking today on 100th Street. 

It is true (I have seen them) that some Cadillacs 
line the scattered gravel and glass 
outside the shacks in Heliport 
before the stoops in Brownsville. 

This is what happens when the niggers scrub 

and spit the blackness like vermin from their souls, 

for your pleasure, rising to pose in Dashikis 

for N.Y. Times fashion ads, seeking whiteness 

as white as white-walled tires. Inside their paper walls, 

there is room for a coffin, 

and the greasy smoke that rises above it. 

But there is no parking today on 100th Street. 

White men in Russian hats have annexed the sidewalks, 
and spill over onto Avenue J, behind the cordons, 
straining madly at the barriers, eyes bulging, 
noses bulging, veins bulging prominently, 
up and down the lines of their taut necks. 

They stamp coldly their boots on 100th Street, 
screaming hate rituals from pentagrams of sawhorses 
to the 10 year old invaders; 

“Come here, BOY, and give me a shine!” 

“Come HERE, boy, and give me a shine!” 

“Come here, boy, and give ME A SHINE 1” 

“Come here, boy ...” 

Come here, boy * . . boy, boy, boy, black weed, growth, cut 
the growth, cut it out, 
purge it, hide it, save us, 

hide it in ghettoes with glass boundaries into which sociologists 
with interested eyes from Maspeth will peer, 
rope it off, surgically, carefully, 
glass to rope, rope to bars, 
bars to barbed wire. 


Remember, too, that a Queens housewife once whipped 5 to 
death in a German concentration camp. And a 
former Luftwaffe pilot is now a Kansas congressman. 
I mention this not to prove anything. 

I mention this only so Canarsie is not fogolten when 
we reach Bay Ridge or Long Island City 

I mention this only so you understand that I applaud the 
death of Paul Horowitz, heart burst from burden 
of hate as he led the animal-pack on 100th Street. 




Herrn s t ein’s opening 
premise is that those people 
on welfare, victims of 
unemployment, low wages, 
racist hiring practices, 
discriminatory housing, and 
the like are all to blame for 
their plight, because they 


are genetically less 
intelligent than the White 
populace. In developing this 
theory, Herrnstein draws on 
statistical data accumulated 


‘ TTV//, dex taken Joint Henry to de grabeyard, 

, I if' dex Inn it'd him hi de hot sun 
f n eh'rx locomotive come routin' by 
S axin' dere was a steel driftin' man. Lamd Lawd* 
Say in dere mas a steel drihin' man . , 


during this past decade’s 
surge of IQ testing in the 
public school system, 

1) If difference in mental 
abilities are inherited, 

2) If success requires 
those abilities, 

3) If earning and prestige 
depend upon success, then 

4) Social standing will be 
based to some extent on 
inherited differences among 
people. 

What is Wrong With This 
“Logic?” 

In the opening section of 
bis article, Herrnstein 
devotes several pages to 
history of LQ. testing. His 
history is good insofar as it 
points out the arbitrary 
nature of intelligence 
testing, which measures the 
ability of a child to 
continue performing well in 
the school system upon 
whose core-curriculum the 
was based; It does 
does not 
“native 
intelligence.” Nevertheless, 
Herrnstein then goes on to 
somehow equate native 
inborn intelligence with IQ, 
a totally unjustifiable 
conclusion. 


Commenting on this 
statement that the IQ test is 
an objective measure of 
intelligence, Dr. Henry 
Dyer, head of the 
Educational testing service 
says: “There are no tests of 
native intelligence. In fact, 
the concept of ‘native 
intelligence’ is essentially 
meaningless. What do the 
standard intelligence tests 
test? They test how well an 
individual has learned to 
perform tasks like those on 
the test. Are we able from 
the tests to make any valid 
inferences about native 
capacities? Obviously not.” 

The Terman Study 

Basing his conclusion on 
the results of the Terman 
study and the work of 
Arthur Jensen, Herrnstein 
goes on to “prove” the 
heritability of IQ, and 
hence, the futility of 
attempting to raise the IQ’s 
of Black and workingclass 
individuals through 
compensatory education 
programs such as “Head 
Start.” The Terman study, 
done in 1925, followed the 







































lives of 1500 California 
school children whose IQ’s 
were over 150. It found, on 
the average, that they 
received more education 
and earned higher salaries 
than did the rest of the 
population. This study 
shows that children who did 
well on the IQ test 
continued to achieve 
financial and social success 
in middle and upper-class 
society. 

Herrnstein, whose 
previous expertise in 
pyschology involved a 
5-year study on pigeons, 
uses this study to lead the 
reader to believe that solely 
because these children had 
high IQ’s did they rise to 
success in the upper stratum 
of society. First of all, there 
are way more than 1500 
people in the upper 
echelons of society. 
Secondly, there was no 
control group and, as we 
all know, correlation does 
not indicate causality. 

Terman never studied the 
makeup of the upper class, 
and did not investigate to 
determine how many 
children were upper class to 
begin with (by birth), 
Surprisingly enough (you 
wouldn’t believe it from 
Herrnstein S s stuff), Terman 
mentions that there were 
several minority group 
children in the study, with 
IQ’s over 150. What this 
study proves is just the 
opposite of what Herrnstein 
would like it to prove: that 
is, that it is not genetic, nut 
rather ability to cope, Lo 
deal with the environment 
in which you are brought 
up (after all, this is what IQ 
measures, however 
incorrectly), that allows for 
social “advancement.” Of 
course, if you are an 
intelligent White kid, the 
possibilities of achieving 
this are much greater than if 
you are Black, live in a 
ghetto, are forced to learn 
via White culture, (alien). 


and a White-controlled 
society where what you 
learn might relate to the 
lives of White kids, but 
never to Black kids. The 
Terman study merely 
proves the heritability of 
wealth and social class. 

Herrnstein says 
“Co mp ensa to ry ed uc ati o n 
has been tried and it 
apparantly has failed.” Sure 
they have,- for the most 
part. The reason why is 
because they have never 
attempted to correct the 
fundamental racist 
inequities which are the 
cause of the diaparities 
hat ween social classes to 
begin with. The classroom is 
the arena of socialization, 
but hardly the sole place of 
education. The fact that 
these programs have been 
successful in raising the IQ 
scores of the participants 
only to have those scores 
slide back down as soon as 
they left the program is 
only further evidence of the 
extreme influence of the 
environment on IQ scores, 
and goes to disprove the 
notion of inheritability of 
intell i gence. Herrnstein 
obviously ignores these 
factors inherent in the class 
nature of society, mirrored 
in the nature of the IQ 
tests. In his analogies 
between intelligence and 
s c h o 1 a stic achievement, 
Herrnstein completely 
ignores the role played by 
mo ti vation. The h ighiy 
motivated will do better 
than the less motivated, 

regardless of intelligence. 
Poor and minority group 

children, alienated by the 

middle-class White school 
system and sensing the 

futility of their efforts to 
achieve “success” in White 
middle-class terms will not 
strive for this definition of 
success. Is this to be 
misconstrued as cultural 
inferiority (value judgments 
must come into Herrnstein’s 
work in order to justify his 
thesis, since it cannot be 
justified scientifically) or 
lacks of intelligence, or is it 
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simply the absence of 
motivation in attempting 
futile and meaningless 
things? 

The arbitrary equating of 
scholastic success with 
intelligence is highly racist. 
Since IQ scores mirror and 
predict scholastic 
achievement (but little 
more, especially in 
Herrnstein *s ideological 
context), the test itself 
becomes a mechanism of 
the upper class to 
discriminate against the 
oppressed. They serve only 
to relegate Third World 
people forever to the lower 
class as “less intelligent” 
for, as Herrnstein states: 
“the ones who stay out of 
work are the ones with low 
IQ’s.” 

Society of the Future? 

In the final section of his 
article Herrnstein presents 
his image of the future 
American society. He 
envisions a meritocracy 
where, as the natively 
intelligent (read: high IQ) 
rise to the upper classes (or 
remain non-blower class”) 
the gap between upper and 


lower classes will widen 
until only a “low-capacity 
residue” consisting largely 
of women and Black people 
will be left at the bottom. 
Herrnstein would have us 
believe that these political 
conclusions are following 
directly from the presented 
scientific data. 

This is obviously not 
true, as shown by (a) the 
inability of IQ tests to 
either measure or define 
intelligence, (b) the middle 
class cultural bias existant 
in IQ tests, and (e) the 
absurdity of the claim that 
earnings and prestige 
depend upon success as no 
attempt to define success 
except in terms of earnings 
and prestige has been made. 
Hermstein is in error on 
every point: in telligence 
does not determine social 
class in that IQ tests do not 
measure intelligence. 
Herrnstein's pseudo¬ 
scientific prognostication is 
a direct justification of 
racist policy. 

The social and political 
effects of his article cannot 
be underestimated. It has 
already received widespread 


public notice and praise and 
is being used at Harvard 
Law School courses on 
Taxation, and on Urban 
Blacks as a point of 
departure in the 
development of policy, and 
has been disseminated for 
instructional purposes in 
high schools throughout the 
country. More importantly, 
Hermstein’s article provides 
a solution to the problems 
of poverty, unemployment 
and racism in the country — 
a catchall solution. Blame 
the problem on the genetic 
inferiority of the victims. 
With this approach, 
repression of the struggle of 
Black people in Amerikan 
ghettos, the slaughter of 
prisoners at Attica, 
legislation to cut welfare, 
day care, and medicare, the 
lay-offs of Black workers 

are justifiable. The fact that 
these racist theories have 
received the inordinate 
publicity and (media) 

attention which has been 
given them, and that this 
comes at a time of increased 
unemployment, lower 
w e 1 f are benefits and 

mounting opposition to the 
present pig political 

situation, is not an accident. 












































































All too often I have heard gay activists disassociate 
themselves from the revolutionary left, This preference 
for separatism , if not checked, will be fatal to the Gay 
movement and severely damaging to the viability of any 
united left. The liberation of gay people is a 
revolutionary came directly dependent on and 
complimentary to the liberation of all people from the 
oppressive capitalist system * But before the politics of 
Gay Liberation can be intelligently discussed, we must 
first examine the psychological, social, and economic 
oppression which gay people are subjected to from the 
moment that they realize that tkey have desires for 
members of their own sex. 

Let's start with a definition of just who is gay . The 
label “gay " include# both homosexual and bisexual men 
and i women. For regardless of what one might consider 
herself or himself the law uiettfs anyone with 
inclinations toward her or his own sex as a sodomist and 
makes no differentiation between part-time and full time 
offenders. But to hell with the taws — these aren *t what 
determine people & true interests. Bisexuals who wish to 
express all of their beings also have an intimate stake in 
the gay movement If tkey allow themselves to be 
intimidated into repressing and denying their gay ness, 
tkey are cutting themselves off from the only movement 
and way of life through which they can attain complete 
expression of their inner beings. 

Everyone is oppressed by the repression of 
homosexuality within this society. According to Freud, 
and contemporary psychoanalytic theory, all children 
start out with a basic attraction to people of both sexes. 
But the homosexual drive is brutally repressed during 
early childhood (part of oedipus training). And when it 
resurfaces with the onset of adolescence, it is even more 
mercilessly stomped out... as a threat to the economic 
and moral system of this society < as well as being no less 
than a threat to the perpetuation of the race . Thus ; all of 
us are denied the free expression of something that is 
given to us by nature, Worst of all due to various 
circumstances of upbringing, a minority of people 
discover during adolescence and early adulthood, that 
tkey have been imperfectly conditioned and that their 
natural homosexual desires have not been repressed 
through social behavior modification. And those who do 
not learn their lessons during childhood, must team 
them the hard way through social, economic, and 
political Sanctons which become the lot of alt 
“antisocial" and “rebellious" adults . Perhaps saddest of 
all is that many people with homosexual inclinations, in 
an effort to find an identity and “fitdn," wind up 
denying ali of their heterosexual feelings . . . which is 


just as bad as repressing all one 's homosexual desires, 
since heterosexuality is also a natural and essential part 
of each individual’s being. Thus all but a few of us lose 
(part of ourselves) under the present system. 

One more definition. Exactly what does it mean to be 
gay? Even among radicals there exists a very distorted 
view of homosexuality. Just as in heterosexual relations, 
the physical and emotional spheres of love are intimately 
and inseparably tied in homosexual relationships. Thus, 
in addition to a physical desire for members of one's 
own sex, the homosexual impulse includes desire for 
love, warmth, and emotional and spiritual intimacy with 
other men and women. But, as would be expected , the 
repression of this system severely limits the chances of a 
person freely experiencing any of this. Due to sheer 
force of desire, the sex drive is often the only aspect (of 
homosexuality) actively expressed, while the others 
remain carefully concealed within. 

Gay people envision a society in which ali children 
would be raised to give free expression to alt their sexual 
and emotional impulses, regardless of which sex they 
were directed toward, Thereby all humanity would soon 
become bisexual and truly be capable of “embracing one 
another ; ” to use the phrase from Schiller's Ode to Joy, 
regardless of seje. Meanwhile consciousness groups must 
be organized by gay people in which “straights ” can be 
made to become aware of all their potentialities.. Some 
may find that under ali the repression , the homosexual 
element has not died within them. For others of this 
generation it will be loo late. Nevertheless this 
consciousness raising will aid all people in becoming 
aware of all aspects of themselves. Straight men will 
hopefully learn of their passive sides and become aware 
of their chauvinist and aggressive tendencies. Straight 
women will learn to expose their more aggressive sides 
and discover their hitherto repressed leadership 
capabilities. 

When a gay person is asked how she is systematically 
discriminated against by capitalism itself any more than 
anyone else is, he or she is hard put to come up with an 
answer. This is because gay people are so severely 
discriminated against psychologically and socially that 
they rarely make it to the point where they are subject 
to economic and political repression. We have already 
seen the severity of the social and psychological 
repression , Yet it has been stated by some that this 
repression could be alleviated without the destruction of 
the individualistic , competitive capitalist system. That is 
bullshit! ' 



“Passion is like crime: it does 
not thrive on the established 
order ... it welcomes every 
blow dealt the bourgeois 
structure, every weakening of 
the social fabric, because 
therein it feels a sure hope of 
its own advantage.” 

-Thomas Mann 


On T^itlay, fefc. /3 ; gay people 
interested in forming a new group based 
on socialist politics will meet in Kelly C 
210 at 8 p.m. Red Balloon feels there is a 
need for an organization on campus that 
will challenge the fundamental 
assumptions of society, including those of 
most socialists, regarding human sexuality 
and the structure of the family. This 
group will be dedicated to bringing out all 
people repressed by the heterosexual 
mentality in society, and specifically on 
this campus. It will provide counselling 
and friendship for everyone involved, 
fight sexist heterosexual oppression 
wherever it exists not least of alt in the 
Left, raise the consciousness of the 
surrounding straights, for the purpose of 
establishing a free, non-alienating society* 
We feel it imperative that any 
revolutionary nation be not merely based 
on a redistribution of material wealth, 
but on the liberation of human 
relationships from bourgeois sexual 
conditioning. 


Lessons From History 

One thing we learned from the past of 
the gay Left at Stony Brook {outlined in 
“Out of the Shadows” in this issue), and 
from the disasters that separatist 
mentality have wrought on the movement 
here (mentality as opposed to separate 
groups as a transitional phase and an 
organizing tactic), is that a constituency 
group without coherent socialist politics 
holds back the movement as a whole, and 
our progress toward the goal of a 
revolutionary new society. What’s no** is 
that separatist mentality reinforces the 
incorrect belief that individuals and 
groups can liberate themselves in 
isolation* without the liberation of all 
oppressed peoples, who must together 
create a new revolutionary lifestyle and 
politics. The Gay Revolutionary Front — 
Gay People at Stony Brook was built 
upon a foundation of quicksand. The 
original group’s vague goal was the 
liberation of gay (homosexual) people 
from political and social repression, 
through education and, [f necessary, 
through civil-rights type protest politics, 
along with the sponsoring of social 
activities on campus, for brothers and 
sisters who needed to express their 
homosexuality* Unfortunately, those 
dominating the groups were, more often 
than not, into a “gay” lifestyle, where 
one’s life is directed and overwhelmed by 
one’s sexuality. Meaning, one chooses 
friends based on his or her sexuality. This 
as sexist as the most macho heterosexual 
lifestyle. 


“Struggle which is not joyous is the wrongs 
struggle. The joy of the struggle is not hedonism !! 
and hilarity, but the sense of purpose,* 
achievement, and dignity which is the reflowering - 
of etiolated energy. Only these can sustain her and ' ! 
keep the flow of energy coming. The problem® are <> 
only equaled by the possibilities: every mistake is!! 
redeemed when it is understood. The only ways in ” 
which she can feel such joy are radical ones, the ! 
more derided and maligned the action that she!! 
undertakes* the more radical.” «> 

Germaine Greer ("The Female Eunuch”)!! 


With such people representing the 
group, it failed to attract those closeted 
gay® who were, among other things, 
petrified of ever becoming part of such a 
self-exclusive lifestyle. Failing to reach 
the majority of the gay people at Stony 
Brook, the ruling clique steered the group 
into becoming mote and more of a social 
club for gays who had “made the scene” 
and who all knew each other anyway 
from the Corral, the local bar. 
Considering the reformist nature of the 
group’s politics at the start, the change of 
name to Gay People at Stony Brook 
(from Gay Revolutionary Fronf), really 
isn’t very significant, because it wasn’t 
radical to begin with. When, by January 
1972s the last few Stony Brook student® 
got, fed up and quit, the remaining people 
picked lip and moved to the campus of 
Suffolk Community College. 

































Such basic changes will necessitate a new lifestyle for 
many. Communal rather than family organization will be 
preferable in a true bisexual society. And I cannot 
conceive of capitalism being able to tolerate a total 
conversion from unit-family organization to 
communalism. (Sounds like Communism, doesn *t it?) 
Communes in small numbers as they exist today do not 
pose a threat to the dominant form of social 
organization upon which capitalism is dependent. A 
truly communal society would be a direct threat to an 
economic system which is based on individualism, 
aggressiveness, male dominance, and violent 
co mpe titive ness. 

Although bisexuality was common among the ancient 
Greeks , homosexuals have been severely persecuted 
under Christianity, and even more strongly under 
capitalism. When gay people are open about their 
gay ness they are often fired from their jobs, ostracized 
from their family and friends * and thrown in jail under 
the sodomy laws. 

Gay people are not systematically put into lower 
paying jobs as are Black people and women, but are 
often denied any job at all when they dare to speak the 
unspeakable< The fact is that many high paying positions 
in the arts remain open to gays, while the average worker 
is much less likely to find a job where he or she ca# be 
openly gay and retain employment Gay people are 
co-opted just like any other group. WM. Auden is 
certainly not economically or politically discriminated 
against , But ash John Toll if he'll hire a gay secretary or 
low-level administrative lackey. And what of political 
discriminations? Well\ even the liberal sell-out George 
McGovern is afraid to vocally endorse repeal of the 
sodomy laws, afraid that someone will call him a queer , 
(Notice how upset he was when the homosexual plank 
was defeated at the Democratic National Convention.) 

Capitalism can’t liberalize enough to allow full 
expression of homosexuality within society. The 
transformation which the end of male-dominance and 
aggressiveness would mean for society would destroy tke 
very foundations of the system. 

Communist (not Stalinist) revolution in which we the 
people will seize control of our own lives and of the 
means of production is the only avenue through which 
gay people — and, as has been shown, all people — can 
gain true freedom * “Communist " movements which have 
not included Gay Revolution as an integral part of their 
programs, have failed to be truly progressive (observe the 
Progressive Labor Party, which purges homosexuals from 
its ranks). Witness the repression of homosexuals in 


Russia, China, arid Cuba. Of course J*m not intimating 
that repression of gay people is the only shortcoming of 
these regimes, But if we want a truly progressive 
communist movement in the United States, gay people 
and Gay Revolution must be thoroughly integrated into 
the radical left. 

When l first came to Stony Brook four years ago there 
was no gay organization whatsoever. Gay people on 
campus either kept it to themselves, commuted to the 
bars in the city each weekend, or freaked out and split 
In January 1971 a chapter of the Gay Liberation Front 
was organized on campus. The first several meetings 
were crowded with people who were menatatly 
undressing each other in what was an unusual 
opportunity to meet other gay people. Those who came 
to cruise rarely were interested in the politics of the 
organization and didn't often return for a second 
go-around. The group swiftly became dominated by a 
group of Suffolk Community students who all knew 
each other from the scene at the local gay bar, the 
Corral. Stony Brook students became less and less 
common as the lack of revolutionary fervor and 
direction became apparent. In the fall of 1971, the name 
of the organization was changed to the Gay People’s 
Group at Stony Brook, in an attempt to remove all 
remaining political connotations from tke organization. 
After a long constitutional struggle, interest in the group 
petered out completely and in January 1972 it was 
dissolved, with the Suffolk students attempting to 
reform it on their own campus. Among the 
organization's accomplishments before dissolution were 
two gay dances on campus, organization of speakers for 
community education, and defense of those busted at 
the Corral last November, Unfortunately the group’s 
political involvement went no deeper „ All radicals were 
viewed with suspicion and “live and let live” was as 
sophisticated as the group’s philosophy ever got . They 
just couldn't get it through their heads that there were 
lots of people who had no intention of letting them live 
in peace. 

When only ten gay people (out of a total of four 
hundred} showed up at the Red Balloon Conference last 
March and only one of them was from SUSB, it became 
obvious that something had to be done , This 
we hope to organize the core of a new Gay group 
committed to activist, militant * communist politics 1 to 
the bringing out of all gay people on the campus and 
politically educating them, to providing them with 
counseling and friendship, and to raising the 

consciousness of the surrounding straights. Watch News 
at Noon and your dorm bulletin boards for further 
information. 
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The Corral (a gay bar) 

Jessica 

The shiny bald man stares 
His pervert eyes 
like BE s t stinging me 
A girl 

sits close on either side 
His arms hold them like possessive pimps 


Jessica 

When 1 crush my cigarette 
in his ashtray 
His snake fingers 
crawl cold down my arm 
coil round my hand 
Pulling me into 
his fat harem tap 


Jessica 

Your drum feet leap 
beating angry violent beats 
Baring your teeth 
you grab my hand 
slipping me from 
his slimy hold 


Jessica 

We dance, 

breast pressed 
and I hug you 
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The Left at Stony Brook 

■ j> 

Every New-Left organization at Stony 
Brook is straight heterosex ually, viewing * 
what they term “liberating” relationships 
only in terms of the breaking down of 
monogamy (we won’t even consider the 
Old Left at all in dealing with their 
perverse logic on what is actually 
liberating) and macho and dependent 
characteristics within heterosexual 
relationships. It is hardly enough to 
project the vision of a new society in 
which gay relationships are “tolerated”. 
That is the height of Liberalism, We must 
confront these sexists, and demand the 
creation of a society in which men and 
women are free to love regardless of sex, 
where sexual conditioning and repression 
does not take place. We must challenge 
those on the left who talk about socialism 
and freedom, but who refuse to break out 
of heterosexual bullshit in their own lives 
in which they are entrapped and which 
they promulgate to society at large* Only 
in a free revolutionary society, where 
people have cast off their sex-role 
conditioning, will one person be able to 
be fulfilled physically and emotionally by 
another, and in addition be able to 
experience love in the context of a 
communal group, without that group 
being based upon monogomous couples. 


On the other hand, as happened last 
year with the Stony Brook Gay People's 
Group, it is disastrous and 
counter-revolutionary to talk about 
“freedom for gays,” etc,, without viewing 
that in the context (economic and social) 
of society as a whole. Rather than 
withdraw from the Left into our own 
groups based purely on sexual identity, it 
is most imperative that we see socialism 
as the alternative to the bourgeois society 
which represses and oppresses us all, and 
that we assert our own sexuality within 
the Left, to force it to engage in truly 
liberating forms of struggle. We saw what 
happened when just the opposite was 
done last year, when bourgeois lifestyle 


became the alternative to staying in our 
closet-coffins; we see how bourgeois 
ideology can easily co-opt us when we 
base our movement on our sexuality 
alone — we become no better than the 
most reactionary capitalist pig — but on 
the flip-side of the sexual coin* 

For example, we all saw how during 
last spring’s student strike a women’s 
movement, controlled by people who 
placed higher value on radical feminism 
and separatism, was one of several 
factors that contributed to hurting the 
fight against sexism on this campus by 
the reaction the Day Care fiasco 
produced in alienated women and men. 


In Stony Brook and in the surrounding 
community there is no way for Gay 
people to express ourselves in a 
revolutionary way except through 
heterosexual groups promulgating 
reactionary sexual politics. Gay people 
cannot hope to raise the consciousness of 
others (and change society) until we 
know and organize each other and raise 
our own consciousness* Too many gay 
people have known the frustration and 
pain of loving friends who are incapable 
of returning their love within the 
channells that straight society has 
established and repressed them into 
accepting as valid. You know that it's just 
not the same as loving someone who has 
NO feeling for you at all, that something 
does exist, although it will remain forever 
repressed within the other person. 


A socialist “gay” group will allow all 
gay people to break out of our enforced 
subservience by bringing other sister and 
brothers into the revolutionary 
movement with the vital role to play of 
liberating the surrounding straights. 
Through organization, gay people will 
come to know each other, thus 
overcoming isolation; we will, from a 
position of strength, be able to bring 
others out of hiding and in addition, be 
able to fight for human sexual liberation 


- —— i 

integral part of a program for real and 
humane socialist revolution, j 

































Human Sexuality: 

The Decadence of Escapism 


I am not usually pessimistic. 
In fact, I am probably a 
perpetual optimist, finding hope 
in almost every damn thing that 
happens. You can’t be a 
revolutionary without being an 
optimist. But sometimes things 
link themselves up in such a way 
as to be frightful and despairing. 

As I read the papers last year, 
the chill that stomped my spine 
shouted; “Halt - read that 
again 1” Statesman carried the 
story as well as all the dailies, 
but there was no visible reaction, 
as far as I can detect, on campus. 
After the world series, hundreds 
of thousands of people took to 
the streets in Pittsburgh in what 
was termed by the pigs as a 
“mass orgy.” The one grisly 
scene that grabbed me, however, 
was a man who managed to get a 
grip on a woman passing by and 
raped her to the staccato of a 
large cheering mob, edging him 
on, l couldn't believe it. When 
Kitty Genovese was raped and 
killed in Kew Gardens a few 
years back, people refused to 
help or even call the pigs because 
they were fearful of getting 
involved. That in itself was 
reprehensible. But now, 
thousands of people actually 
cheering on a rape, an assault, is 
much more than reprehensible; 
it is much more than outrageous; 
it is the Roman Coliseum 
throbbing to the melodies of 
roaring lions tearing apart 
Christian meat. It says 
something about the state to 
which people succumb, the 
baseness to which they yield, the 
roles people are forced to play. 
It is decadence, and an 
indication that people have 
become so repressed sexually 
and in other ways in America, 
that the channelling mechanisms 
provided by society aren't 
working, that the alienation is 
running deeper and quicker than 
can be handled by 
entertainment, cultural sfnd 
“safe” emotional outlets. It set 
me to wondering exactly why 
the excitement and tension 
generated by a baseball or 
football game reaches such 
proportions that people go 
crazy, finding their outlets 
through sex, while important 
things, things that affect the 
basic existence of people, have 
low-energy inputs. 



This seems especially strange 
to me, since I really dig sports. I 
feel the excitement also. The 
competition often controls our 
emotions. Perhaps the reasoning 
why this is so is that in sports, 
absolute goals are set; 
touchdowns, runs, etc. Virtually 
everything is clearly defined 
within an authoritarian 
structure. Within the context of 
the sport, the rules and officials 
tell you exactly how to live, to 
act according to pre-arranged 
roles. In real life these absolute 
goals do not exist, but the thirst 
for them* for some formal 
meaning to life, is nevertheless 
propagated and reinforced by 
the American system. Sparked 
by the American ethic of 
competition and role-playing 
(with the limits of the artificial 
roles clearly defined by society), 
we compete for jobs, against 
time for money, with each other 
for sexual partners, for medical 


benefits and health care (like use 
of kidney machines). We play 
predesigned roles to accomplish 
all this. It is difficult to conceive 
of sports, let alone life, without 
this type of competition and 
thirst for authority. Yet the 
Chin ese - Ameri can ping-pong 
matches were played for fun, to 
develop one's skills and oneself. 
The excitement lay in the finesse 
and not in the competition per 
se. It all depends on the way we 
are socialized, the kind of 
system we are brought through. 
America institutionalizes 
competition and private profit. 
Hence people here cannot afford 
to permit themselves any outlet, 
any activity that is not 
materially profitable to them as 
individuals, except during times 
when they are not at work. This 
competition is ground into 
American lives. Hence, we 
become extremely repressed and 
alienated. Pittsburgh was an 


eruption of this pent-up 
alienation. It was disgusting. But 
Pittsburgh is not an isolated 
incident, A trend In that 
direction is developing, and it is 
as chancllable as it is decadent 
and alarming, 

I walked into the Octoberfest 
the other night; I thought it was 
really fine. People were dancing 
old-type dances, cutting loose it 
seemed, and having a good time. 
I danced a lot, and then left for 
a while. When I got back, I 
didn’t feel as good about it. I 
didn’t see it in the same way 
(perhaps because I was stoned 
out of my mind). People were 
still dancing, but the music felt 
oppressive. Then I realized: it 
was the music of Bavaria, the 
home of the Nazi Party in 
Germany, and it was this music 
precisely that composed a good 
deal of the culture of Germany 
immediately preceding Hitler. 


But it wasn’t the music that 
disturbed me (at least not until 
the band rendered John Philip 
Sousa's patriotic & militaristic 
marches and America the 
Beautiful into Oompapah 
without the slightest protest 
raised by the audience, without 
the slightest cessation of 
dancing). The audience 
disturbed me, It abstracted the 
music from its historical context 
-- that of a culture that helped to 
set the stage for Hitler to take 
power. I watched everybody 
dancing, but in a different light, 
It scared me, in a sense. People 
seemed to be trying to dance out 
their repressions, dancing to 
ANYTHING, even America the 
Beautiful, without the slightest 
sign of contempt, without the 
slightest indication that their 
minds couldn't be molded, 
pounded, via an art form zapped 
directly into people's 
repressions, into a skinner-box, 




1 Its easier to sell yourself 
if you're well packaged 


a revolutionary new means 
V^of communication. 




Special on revolutions. 
Any three for 99 cents. 













into fascism. It wasn’t as if we 
were really interrelating with 
each other and digging the music 
- the music was the frame 
provided for us to cut loose, 
wild, and try to shake out the 
frustrations as you would a rug. 
We would try ANYTHING to 
escape, to turn away from the 
howling wind; people were 
looking for an outlet, 

I'm not saying who’s at fault 
for this desire, for there's a real 
lot to escape from. But there’s 
also a real lot of changes that 
have to be made, things that 
need super-high amounts of 
energy as well as compassion and 
commitment - and this energy is 
being funnelled off into 
marketable bottles labelled "The 
Who," labelled "Pittsburgh,” 
labelled “Octoberfest,” etc. By 
itself, each is merely an outlet, 
albeit a profitable one to the 
ruling class. But together, aU 


these concerts, all this dope, all 
these releases are ways of 
diverting from meaningful 
struggle. It is always easier for a 
while to try to escape an insane 
society than it is to try to 
construct a new one where 
meaniiigfulness and 
non-alienation are built into it. 
But escape is not a real 
alternative, nor a viable one. If is 
not fruitful. 

This feeling became further 
crystallized at the Steve Miller 
concert the other night. My 
criticism is not really of the 
music, although it is not exactly 
serving the revolution. It is of 
the audience, and the 
DEPENDENCY it had on that 
music, When a member of one of 
the groups sourly ordered 
everyone to "go back to looking 
at the wall” while they tuned 
up, there was no outcry about 
being treated as sheep, for 


indeed, that is what everyone at 
that moment was* The elitest, 
barbaric nature of a demogogue, 
such as the performer who 

barked those orders is to be 
smashed; but when a person 
develops such a dependency 7 on 
the demogogue that he/she is 
willing to accept such abuse, 
then that mentality allows for 
the propagation of barbarian 
ideology, ft is such a mentality 
which allows fascism to come 
about; it reinforces the 
demagoguery of the performer 
by its mind-boggling quaalude 
jellyfish acceptance of any 
mind-press, squeezer, tuolder 
that the system decides to 
employ. SAB Referendum voted 
down. The audience 
DESPERATELY enjoyed the 
concert. It was trying to find 
something to grab onto, 
anything to get out of morbid 
reality* 


This is another indication of 
not only alienation, but of 
people vainly clutching at 
anything, at anti-intellect, at 
anti-ideology, at anfi-struggle, at 
even depravity, maybe even 
fascism or the rudiments 
thereof, anything to get them 
out of TODAY. People aren’t 
coping, and the American 
ruling-class is playing this 
neurosis (which it created) for 
everything it's worth, providing 
phony outlets for emotions, 
siphoning off the desires and 
needs of people, pretending to 
he ^ dealing with people’s 
problems and necessities, while 
in actuality only offering 
non -produ ct ive escape. 

Many people are accepting it. 
They are trying to escape. And 
while they are doing so, the 
ruling class, by means of 
systemmatic regimentation and 
alienation of the masses of 


If ACCUSE YOU STUDENTS of submitfinq -fo the authority 

of Y our ne.w parents, the university,+He author!?? that you reproduce 
by your own submission I accuse you oC perpltua+irg youTsub- 

l W YhuT'*? ^ lden >ifyinq with your masters arc) by hiding 
behind the Studenf role] by fairing refuge in an unreal present- 3 
by rotting ,n the puWent-cuHBre iVnwbicb y ou kneefdown V/ 
consuming fine spectacle of your own imaqe,the so-called^ ' 
-"student- rffe" by spending your life dyirn 3 7 

~ r * ik 2 )s; r°, ur righteousness leads 
you to think rtiat you escape this driticism 7V5at is a mistake Nhi.r- 

opposition to authority is Jake. While you cry out in IppareS 

anger^ you oontinue to eat the shit ofetesses exams grades term 

papers and idedggy at all levels. You pretend that'you are no 

abTwiteX-^u ”TcJra W ^ °Z hL masters 

ever more ycotesque hierarchies of control; subm.'t +o 

a ^~ au ^ n ^ ri ' 3r >ism is net even skin-deep The 
clothes of yur masters disquise your actual nakedness And P them 

IS Mmeth'ng you refuse to face ; the nothingness 4 the elitetuaffe 

hltnc W 'j \ demonstrate your existent as living 


people from their labor and 
from themselves, are laying the 
psychological groudwork for 
fascism, People are trying to 
escape into the thirties, escape 
into just pre-Nazi music, oldies 
but goodies, mass orgies and 
rapes, anti-intellectualism 
escape into fascism. 

It comes down in the sexual 
and ambit io n-o den ted absolutist 
morals that we absorb from 
Romper Room, Sesame Street, 
etc,, every day on television. It 
comes down because people 
unwittingly regard escape as 
normal - refuse to analyze why 
the NEED (as opposed to 
enjoyment) for drugs as a crutch 
for pleasure, why sex as a 
mechanism to better face the 
world (through one’s partner), 
why this overwhelming 
dependency on the magic 
potions bottled, supplied, and 
made profitable for the system 
exists within us. It’s amazing 
that White people have such a 
great need to escape that even 
the daily Genocide that the U.S. 
is perpetrating on all Third 
World peoples is. If not 
accepted, at least tolerated as 
nothing more than "a bummer" 
to most Whites. 

This is how the ruling class 
turns escape to its advantage* 
And then, when you feel that 
you’ve got to break out of the 
box, punch in any direction, 
then there is a moving ideology 
known as fascism, mystical and 
nati onalis tically important, 
thriving on lily-livered broken 
egos and its ability to build up 
the ^ 4 little man/woman, 3 ’ 
reconstruct them into something 
seif-important, something that 
capitalism has failed to do to 
absorb you. The events of the 
last month or two remind me of 
the beginning of the decline of 
the Roman Empire. Yowsa, 
yowsa, yowsa! "They shoot 
horses, don’t they?’” 
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II 

This past month really rocked 
me. We have a right and need to 
escape. But where to? I keep 
asking myself what we can do. 
But the answer to the question 
of escape posed above doesn’t lie 
in how we can best escape, but 
rather, in what we can do, how 
we can live, to make our lives 
meaningful, E scape is a cop . out) 
and in the long-run, even that is 
alienating. This is not to say that 
one shouldn’t smoke dope or go 
to concerts. But this should be 
done as enjoyment, and not as a 
crutch to use as we hobble about 
trying to dis-alienate ourselves. 

Meaningful work. What 
exactly does that mean, and how 
does it manifest itself 
concretely? Well, first it means 
dealing with our own 
oppressions on a very real, 
material level. It means making 
it easier for ourselves to survive, 
and making it easier to 
overthrow the system. Some of 
the structures are in the process 
of being set up right now. Surely 
the food-coop in Stage 12 is part 
of the answer. Through the 
co-op we can order foods 
cheaply while providing an 
organized means through which 
people can interrelate 
cooperatively, rather than 
competitively. We begin to 
realize that our own self-interest 
lies in the broader interest of the 
cooperative as a whole, and that 
that interest lies in the interest 
of the working class. 
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The Daycare center in 

Benedict is also an example of 
how we have begun to deal with 
our own oppression. If functions 
on a material level, and on 
another level as well It deals 
with the roles women have been 
forced to play (and hence, the 
roles men have played), as a 
result of sexism. It begins to 
break down these roles, and 
allows people to begin to relate 
to each other as people* not 
commodities whose labor is to 
be bought or sold to the highest 
bidder. 

Of course, these are things 
that should be the function of 
the State. They should be free. 
They are human needs. On the 
other hand, when we see the 
way this State socializes us 
however indirectly, imagine 
what it would do with little kids 
in daycare centers, over whom 
it’d have direct control Already 
the behavior is t psychology 
department at Stony Brook is 
attempting to study the behavior 
of little kids, try to understand 
what rewards, token economies, 
etc., are valid in terms of 
molding consciousness to be 
complidt with the goals of this 
society, of this ruling class. And 
then, these professors* like 
Francis Palmer, will utilize their 
knowledge to gain grants from 
the government* or sell their 
research md work to the highest 
bidder, regardless of the use to 
which that research will be put. 

These and other projects are 
rudimentary structures - not the 
anti-people programs that the 
capitalists grind us through* but 
organized efforts to serve the 
people, that exist every day for 
this reason. But they must not 
be taken as ends in themselves* 
or as some sort of dropout 
counter-structure that will take 
the place of capitalist structures 
if we work hard enough. They 
are not. They are structures that 
help us relieve some of our 
oppression so that we are better 
able to fight, while at the same 
time they provide a mechanism, 
a tool, through which people 
become radicalized, and thereby 
aid the revolution, particularly 
when comparing the structures 
that we would set up if we 
workers had state power in a 
socialist system to that of the 
present bourgeois order. 


So* there are real, meaningful 
things that can be done on and 
off campus (please read the 
other articles, particularly those 
relating to the farmworkers in 
this issue* in order to understand 
what we think is the most 
important task facing us at this 
moment) that are not only 
important towards making 
changes, but crucial if we are to 
begin relating to one another in 
non-competitive* mon-alienated* 
n on -racist/sex ist, n on -capi talis t 
ways. Some people will continue 
to fall into the stagnant shackles 
of escapism, take the easy way 
out, rather than take part in the 
revolutionary struggle. But is 
will not remain a choice for 
long, just as Vietnamese don't 
“choose” to shoot down 
American bombers, just as the 
poor don't “choose" to starve to 
death. There comes a time when 
it is no longer a matter of 
“choice," but of necessity: 
material conditions will help 
determine that time. But in the 
meantime* if the depravity and 
escapism continue, the stage will 
be set for fascism to move in as 
it has already begun to do so in 
the form of wage controls* 
austerity* higher tuition and 
selective job-training based on 
race and economic straits; the 
dances we'll be doing will be to 
the tune of “America the 
Beautiful," as it was played by 
the October fest German Band 
for people looking to escape, 
just as “Deutchland Uber Alles” 
was used before for a similar 
reasoii in a different context, 
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TACTICALLY SPEAKING 

It is one thing to attack the 
bourgeois structures suppressing 
us, and it is quite another to 
defeat their manifestations 
within ourselves, on a subjective 
level. One of the discouraging 
things is the fact that despite all 
the talk concerning Women's 
Liberation, there has been 
relative inn action in terms of 
breaking out of typical roles* for 
both women and men. This is 
not true on an economic societal 
level for the most part (although 
if is not moving quickly 
enough)* but is all too true In 
sex roles, in dominant vs. passive 
roles between persons, etc. This 


is NOT an attack on Women’s 
Liberation, but on the relative 
m^aetion side of it. 

Men, as well as women* have a 
vested interest in Women's Lib. 
It frees them from many roles 
that had to be played as b male 
in order to be accepted. These 
roles are oppressive to both men 
and women. Sexism has so 
permeated society that the 
broadside attacks against it have 
not been enough* It has 
penetrated so deeply and 
subtlety that many of our 
desires* what we want out of 
life* is literally controlled by 
ingrained sexist and other 
indoctrinations. In public 
school, "we are processed and 
manipulated from the age of 
five. . . we are beset upon by 
sick authoritarian teachers* a 
system of program cards (similar 
to the mechanism Whites use in 
South Africa against Black 
people), bells, meaningless rules, 
lack of freedom of press and 
speech* and they even tell us 
when we can take a piss. We get 
cut off from our friends, our 
hair* our favorite clothes* our 
leisure, and our individuality.^ 
We compete* compete, compete 
for grades, for teacher's favors* 
to please our overseers. “We 
have to wear ties* or other such 
nonsense* dresses upon 
occasion* to slowly prepare us 
for wearing the uniforms of the 
future corporate office or of the 
army. Every day we stand and 
recite the Pledge of Allegiance, 
Our boobs are often racist, 
always male-chauvinist* in that 
women are never shown to be 
anything more than secretaries* 
teachers, mothers* or other 
traditional roles relegated to 
Women by this society. Women 
are rarely shown to be the eldest 
offspring; that job is left to the 
male* because he is the one in 
our books who must assert 
himself and offer leadership to 
his younger brothers and sisters. 

We are shown* when we are 
small, how “normal” people live 
in our books. We try to emulate 
them. Subconsceously we 
become just like them. We are 
trained for society (see article in 
this issue on how just the 
physical setup in the classroom 
alone enhances the bourgeois 
conceptions of ourselves). 


# f° r imr-information m m 

freedom of choice 

Some organizations which provide death benefits for their 
members appoint an “official’* funeral director. It should 
he understood, however, that the family ia obliged to 
nse this so-called “official" director in order to receive 
the organization’s death benefits. Under New Tort State 
law, the family-may mate arrangements with any funeral 
director of its choice. The law is quite specific: freedom 
of choice is always the family’s prerogative. 

RIVERSIDE 

MEMORIAL chapel, INC, - FUNERAL DIRECTORS 
Founded by Charles Rosenthal, I07743GF 


When we get to college* of 
course, it cannot be so blatant. 
So our channelling takes other 
forms* depending on the year 
and the climate. It has to be 
more sophisticated. So 
freshpeople get the REGISTER* 
better known as the pig-dating 
book. Its sole purpose is to let 
guys know who the "pretty” 
girls are. It also maintains the 
role of men in that it is the man 
who is required to ask out a 
woman* who has to take 
responsibility, to pay for dates 
(up till, of course, the time when 
a woman might be pregnant. 
Then she has to bare the brunt 
of it all). This is oppressive to 
men as well as women. Yet so 
ingrained are attitudes in 
peoples’ heads that hardly ever 
do you find women asking men 
to dance at moods and parties* 
while men are always looking for 
and asking women whom they 
don t know to dance. Even more 
rare is a man dancing with 
another man, although women 
do it all the time. Men are taught 
it isn’t "manly” to do that and 
so* men don’t do that. 

It is really quite traumatic to 
break out, however little* from 
this role-playing and sexist 
oppression. Even when wo 
understand that we are 
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oppressed and repressed, and 
where it springs from, doing 
something about it by oneself is 
a lot different than launching an 
attack* however necessary, on an 
institution. It is important to 
challenge the administration* 
teachers* society, by writing 
articles* having non sexist ideas, 
and demonstrating against sexist 
practices and various repressive 
laws: it Is also important to 
overcome your own repression, 
that which we have been trained 
so culturally to accept from the 
moment we are born - the 
suppression of the homosexual 
aide of each of our personalities, 
and human sexuality in general. 

The first time I ever danced 
with another man I was shitting 
bricks. And it was no big deal. I 
suppose some people might have 
considered it odd, but the point 
is that when men “pick-up” 
women at Stony Brook dances, 
they rarely do so to dance: they 
want to go to bed, Dancing with 
Victor a few years ago was really 
liberating, I wasn't playing a role 
any longer. I wasn’t trying to 
pick him up* a I a the meat 
market moods, I was dancing 
because I felt like dancing. It’s 
really strange, but the way 
Amerikkka and most "civilised” 
countries are set up* you are 
deprived of loving and of being 
loved by half the people in the 
world. Heterosexuality binds 
you into a role. A woman strives 
to be pleasing to a man. A man 
tries to live up to the masculine 
image projected by corporations 
trying to sell products. Neither 
tries to be just a person; he/she 
has different roles reserved for 
the different sexes. As a 
heterosexual* you objectify a 
whole category of people (on 
the basis of sex) by deciding 
which sex and members thereof 
are "sleepable with*” and which 
are not. This in turn, must affect 
the way in which we inter-relate, 
acting and viewing one sex from 
a different context than the 
other. Is there any wonder how 
heterosexual practices have 
reinforced sexism? If you 
wonder why Amerikkka and the 
rest of the western world seems 
schizophrenic, this* I am sure* 
has a great deal to do with it. 

The same thing is true of 
homosexuality. Again, half the 
world is being cut off. Again, 
like heterosexuals* homosexuals 
categorize people on the basis of 
sex. Because of this, both Hetero 
and Homosexuality only 
facilitates sexist ideology and 
role-playing. The ruling class has 
a most definitive interest in 
maintaining such a set-up: it's 
called MONEY! This 
role-playing enables the ruling 
class to maintain the concept of 
the family, supply a male 
breadwinner* “complimented” 
by a wife who provides a 
“supplementary” minor income 
to the family. Meanwhile, the 
wife keeps the future wage-slaves 
coming, being taken care of free 
for society by the mother. 


















































Society is beginning to cope 
with the problem, however, of 
the changing nuclear family 
structure* by very very slowly 
allowing for comrounalization 
within the existing frame. This 
changeover is mandated by the 
fact that wages are too high for 
the capitalist liking, and that 
there are not sufficient jobs that 
this system can provide while 
turning a profit. This movement 
towards breakdown of the 
family {to be sure, it is hardly 
broken down, and will not be 
for a long time) without the 
breakdown of sexist and racist 
attitudes and roles at the same 
time, is enabling the system to 
play off one segment of the 
working-class against the other 
for these limited number of jobs 
(Black against White in the 
Philadelphia Plan; female against 
male at Standard Oil in 
California), dividing people who 
should normally be fighting side 
by side to overthrow this rotten 
system that is perpetrating these 
oppressions upon us. it allows 
for the system to hire women 
for less money, commercialize 
on the separation of roles 
(“You *ve come a long way 
b^by”), keep the men fighting 
wars to make money for the 
banks and corporations while 
women stay home and keep 
raising the family and future 
soldiers, 

Furthermore, both 
homosexuality and 
heterosexuality, and the roles 
they engender, preclude the 
development of real love for 
people as its own entity. 
Consequently, both these sexual 
deviations from love must be 
smashed, both institutionally 
and within oneself. The former 
is easy to write against and to 
attack. The latter is almost 
impossible given the pressures 
and the channelling through 
winch we go, as proven by the 
intransigence of many so-called 
s leftists” to do anything to 
change the way in which their 
character (sexuality) has been 
shaped by society. 

So dancing with Victor was in 
actuallity a big thing For me. Not 
totally liberating sexually 
because I am still quite infused 
with heterosexual bullshit. But 
just enough to give me a glimmer 
of what might be. 

Back To Oetoberfest 

At the beginning of 
October rest last year, four of us 
(three men and one woman) 
made a point of observing 
whether or not women actually 
were refusing to play passive 
roles s refusing to subject 


themselves to the “meat 
market” routine that moods are 
unfortunately all about. We were 
there for over an hour. NOT 
ONE woman asked a man to 
dance. NOT ONE man asked 
another man to dance. Many 
men asked women to dance, but 
the women were always the 
objects, the pretty packages 
designed to lure men to them. 
And many men lived up to their 
disgusting roles, playing them to 
the hilt. The point: women and 
men must back up talk about 
the breaking down of sexist 
roles, not only institutionally 
but inter-pensonally as well. 
Taboos must be shattered. It’s 
easy to talk about the revolution 
- it's a lot harder to Live it. 

Another local example of how 
sexism operates to oppress men 
as well as women is in parties on 
campus. In the International 
College last year, when some 
women had overnight visitors of 
the opposite sex, they are 
“talked to” by the M.A.'s, 
claiming that such a procedure is 
insulting to the religions and 
culture of some of the foreign 
students (tough shit : really). But 
at the same time it does this, it 
(as well as other places around 
campus) has parties that charge 
men $1.00 or other monies, 


while women are either charged 
half-price or not at all. This is 
sexist. Women should be 
insulted by these and other 
crude attempts to Jure women as 
objects (“Gee, Joe, the number 
of women seems to have gone 
downhill; there aren't enough to 
dance with or fuck. Gotta go get 
some more/’), This type of 
approach Ls quite reminiscent of 
the “supply and demand” type 
of thing that happens all the 
time, that dehumanizes people, 
in this case women, but usually 
workers in general, to monetary 
objects. 

These are indicative of 
underlying attitudes. Playing 
roles — male, female; gay, 
straight; dominant, passive; 
initiator, receptacle must be 
done away with by each of us. 
And that's part of what 
RevoluFion is about: attacking 
the system that’s fostering these 
blinding, self-destructive 
practices that objectify people, 
so that it will never be able to do 
it again (basically because it will 

be smashed), and in the process, 
learning to overcome our own 
repressions brought on by this 
system, so we can raise our kids 
(as well as our own lives) so that 
they will not have to know the 
agonies of role-playing and 
objectification. 

Women have got to fight in 
their own self-interest, for 
nobody else will fight for 
someone who doesn’t fight for 
her/himsclf; and this has to be 
done in a manner that will not 
normally pose one section of the 
class against the other (although, 
in inter-personal matters, the 
confrontation method should 
probably be used at times), but 
in a way that will unite the 
whole class: Women, men. Black 
and White workers against the 
true oppressor: the capitalist 
system that fosters this shit. 

“Freedom Will Not Make You 
Free” 

Because of the actions and 
political consciousness raising 
done last ■ year, this year’s 
student senate has allocated a 
good deal of money to combat 
sexism through concrete projects 
such as daycare centers. This is 
great, even though students and 
other workers should not have 
to pay for these things - they 
should be Funded by a decent 
State, as discussed earlier. But 
sexism creeps up in other ways, 
and ties in directly (betcha 
thought the tie-in would never 
happen) with escapist mentality. 


Let's take a look, for a minute, 
at two female senators on last 
year's student senate, who voted 
at the time NOT to give money 
to daycare. 

What did they want the 
money used for instead? Moods, 
meaning more of a chance for 
women to get “picked up” by 
guys, a chance to continue with 
more of the same, a chance to 
perpetuate sexism in direct 
contradiction to the opportunity 
they had to help fight it - and a 
chance to escape. 

No longer is escape the choice 
of an individual, for if there is 
no daycare center, then what 
choice do people have In relation 
to it? Phil Ochs' line: “Freedom 
will not make you free” is 
nowhere more relevant than 
here. People “choose” not to he 
oppressed. They set up a daycare 
facility in Benedict to help fight 
that oppression. But because 
some senators had decided not 
to fund it, if the monies hand't 
been allocated by a majority of 
the senate, then all the freedom 
in the world to choose between 
nothing and nothing will not set 


you free. People, instead, choose 
to escape into moods and 
dances, deeming it more 
important than fighting against 
oppression. A priority judgment. 
ESCAPE vs. STRUGGLE h 
therefore very real. Sexism, 
among other things, is used to 
keep people oppressed. It 
enables them to escape rather 
than to engage in struggle and to 
win something a helluva lot 
more important to people’s lives 
than Escape - Freedom! 


IV 

Fascism doesn’t come about 
through economics. That is only 
the form it takes. But the 
acceptance of it, as pointed out 
in the Village Voice in October 
1971, can come about through 
the control of minds via 
psychedelics, behaviorist- 
Skinnerian techniques, as well as 
many other forms of 
thought-control that generally 
prepare or prime an individual to 
accept fascism, In our mad-rush 
to Escape from alienation, 
sexual repression, channelling^ . 
role-playing, capitalism, when 
we blindly run away from 
Struggle we allow the, 

mind-control of fascism to inch 
forward as we retreat. The 
further it comes, the more we 
want to Escape. And then, 
fascism is better able to gain a 
foothold. It is a vicious cycle. 
The only answer concerning 
where to escape is not to. There 
is No Exit. The answer lies in the 
Struggle itself, in the 

revolutionary process through 
which we ALL will change. The 
establishment of a society free 
from role-pjaying, alienation, 
and objectification is part of this 
Revolutionary process. It is 
hardly an end in itself. But at 
least it will do away with this 
NEED To ESCAPE that so 
permeates the counter-culture, 
those turned-off by the 

materialistic rewards Offered us 
by capitalist society. And that’s 
as dandy a reason for fighting a. 
socialist revolution as any I 
know - that is, it'll get rid of our 
own oppression, meet our basic 
needs, and set up the beginnings 
of a process whereby we’ll be 
able to liberate ourselves, j 























Suffolk farmworkers getting the shaft 


One day in late August a migrant farm worker looked up at the sun, broiling above his blistered neck as he labored in the 
fields of one of Riverhead's agricultural product producers. He felt the five-dollar bill, all of last week’s pay not repatriated 
by his employer in the company store, in liquor outlet, the company lemonade field-wagon ($.5/glass), or the 
disproportionate rent he paid his employer for a humid one-room, unsanitary cement box, crinkling in his pocket. He felt 
empty. After half an hour of musing, however, he was angry. He was angry at his oppression by an employer to whom he 
meant less than did a bushel of cabbage, But he was angry at himself as.well for taking it, for allowing his exploitation, for 
countering dehumanization with passivity. 


Night, back at the camp, dark grey 
steaming cement all encompassing, he 
heard the hollow squawks of men's 
laughter, drunken laughter, mocking 
laughter. The boss had announced a sale 
on wine — $1.70 on a quart of Spanada. 

Next day, the nameless worker 
informed the crew captain, the present 
name for overseer, that he was leaving, 
going home, home to rural Carolina 
which he hadn’t seen for five years. 

One day a panel truck had rolled in to 
his home town. Squeaking to a halt, from 
it there emerged a jovial fat man who 
offered work to the men lounging around 
the grocery. Good wages, good meals and 
steady work in the cool fields 

of_well, wherever it was and the fat 

man passing out the liquor guaranteed it 
for only a signature on a paper. Home 
was his family, his people and their 
poverty. Work was money and a way out. 
So he had drunk of the wine, signed the 
paper and 20 other men, Black men, had 
gotten into the truck. When they awoke 
they were halfway to Suffolk County. 

He hadn't made it back for five years. 
Five transcient years at hard labor and he 
had $5 to his name. It came to a dollar a 
year. 

Crew captain called the boss. The farm 
owner, a sixtyish grandmother of three 
told the worker that things would get 
better and to think about it — in the 
fields. She left. 

Walking down the county road leading 
away from the camp, he dealt with 
endless patterns of lines, roads away, a 
long time since legs and mind were 
united. Walking towards New York. 

A pickup truck suddenly Lurched to a 
halt in front of him. Two men, overseers 
from the camp emerged. They were 
followed by the camp owner. She cradled 
a shotgun in the crook of her arm. The 
worker was grabbed by the two burly 
overseers and was, with a length of wire 
sharp cord bound, arms behind, to the 
trunk of a large oak by the roadside. 


Three blows, to the head, stomach, groin 1 
and a harsh voiced, barely female, barely 
human, “Coming back” were answered 
with a pained, dazed shake of the head. 
No. One of the overseers let out a long 
piercing whistle and a truck, parked down 
the road, filled with the stillborn, 
wine-dazed, frightened still migrants 
lumbered up across the way and sat 
watching. 

“Coming back, you ungrateful son of a 
bitch,” she screamed. ■ The words 
exploded all around him. A Suffolk 
County police car pulled close, slowly 
rolling. The farm owner waved. The 
young, blond, mustachioed cop, sitting in 
the dead seat waved back and took off 
down the road. 

The migrant slowly opened his eyes. 
Tears streaming down his cheeks, he 
shook his head slowly, then violently. No, 

■ No, No. 

It was the last gesture, last thought he 
was allowed: a shotgun blast exploded in 
his brain. The migrant truck left and then 
the killers, the maternal farm-owner cut 
his body free and left him lying in the 
road. 

Two months later the farm owner was 
acquitted in the courts. 

Jfc 3ft * * 

Such is the right of farm owners over 
migrant workers in America. An extreme 
case, you might say? No ; a lesser one, 
lesser than those thousands of cases of 
migrants in Suffolk and tens of thousands 
from Florida, to Upstate New York, 
whose death by oppression and abuse 
goes on every day. But in Suffolk, this 
goes on 20 miles from the cries for 
egalitarianism, free speech and for less 
professional elitism at the State 
University located in the ruling class 
community of Stony Brook. Surprising? 
Only to the naive, the adherents to the 
“American promise”, the people who can 
afford to believe that "Ku Klux” Kimble 
is just a liberal guy, that William Galley 
was “doing his duty as an American”, 
that Richard Nixon is something other 
than a modem age feudal lord. 


No one, however, is apathetic. With 
fascist governmental policies (workfare, 
repression of militants, myth-making) 
building to a crescendo, no one can 
afford this bourgeois luxurious sentiment. 

To prevent such as this and other 
greater and lesser atrocities, the migrants 
in Suffolk are forming a union, an 
institution whose growth has been 
nullified for the past half-century in 
Suffolk by the collusion of state and 
capital. The Union, the Eastern Farm 
Workers Association (EFWA) has many 
tasks before it, the one which it 
ultimately seeks being the stabilizing of 
the lives of migrant workers as class 
conscious members of the working class 
— human beings with rights and privileges 
rather than degraded dogs of the greedy 
gargoyles who comprise the American 
power elite. 

In fighting for guaranteed recorded 
wages, human necessities and 
conveniences, both in working and living 
conditions, medical treatment and of 
course, the “right to organize” the EFWA 
has no recourse, no more effective and 
more painful tool than the strike. This 
need be justified no further. 

But for the migrants, a strike is not 
easy. They thereby lose the subsistence 
wage that had previously ensured nothing 
more than self-reproduction of their 
ability to labor day to day. They, by dint 
of the nature of the atrocities of their 
laboring situation, lay at the mercy of the 
growers and the state who will starve and 
harass and even kill them out of the 
notion of Union organizing. 

But let us analyze the dynamics 
heretofore at play. EFWA calls a strike 
against the growers in Suffolk and 
walkouts gradually multiply till the 
potato crop — the winter cash crop — is 
in danger. The striking farm worker walks 
out of the labor camp after threats and 
beatings from frantic growers, with the 
clothes on his back, with no home, heat, 
food, necessary clothing, money or 
contacts *- only with the concept of no 
more exploitation, no more slavery and 


slavishness, no more shit. If he makes it 
to the road, Suffolk County police are 
either waiting to pick him up as an 
unemployed Thud World scum, a vagrant 
in Suffolk County, and cart him off to 
jail or beat him with pistol butts and 
truncheons. If he somehow gets to an 
EFWA office, he will face further dangers 
— reprisals made by growers crazed by 
money-loss, by the state and its punitive 
organs. 

These people, oppressed, battered, 
heroic, deserve the chance to fight back, 
not after the manner of the hypocritical 
bourgeois pigs like the “Attica 

Brigade” (a mockery to the name and 
spirit of Attica) but after the manner of 
people waging a struggle because not to 
do so is to die, not to do so is to 
acknowledge and accept the dominion of 
the American brand of totalitarianism. 

These people need support. The EFWA 
specifically needs: 

— housing for migrants on long and 
short term bases 

— donations of clothing, food, soap, 
other materials 

— money for a bail fund, 
transportation, other expenses 

— legal and medical aid 

— telephones and communication 
facilities 

— physical support on picket lines, on 
telephones, in human terms 

When you decide as to what support 
you can generate, call the EFWA at 
286-8004 or contact the Red Balloon at 
4979; 4976; or 4775. 



This song Came out of the great Lawrence 
Massachusetts Textile strike of 1912, Most of 
the strikers were women who worked in the 
textile mills, and during the course of the 
struggle they raised the stirring slogan of “Bread 
and Roses 1 


As we come inarching, marching, 

In the beauty of the day , 

A million darkened kitchens, 

A thousand mill lofts gray, 

Are touched with all the radiance 
That a sudden sun discloses, 

For the people hear us singing, 
"Bread and Roses, Bread and Hoses , 5 

A$ we come marching ; marching t 
We battle too for men. 

For they are women's children f 
And mother them again f 
Our lives shall not be sweated 
From birth until life closes, 

Hearts can starve as well as bodies: 
*‘Give us bread and give us Roses „ 11 

As we come marching, marching, 

Un numbered women dead 
Go crying through our singing - 
Their ancient song of bread; 

Small art and love and beauty 
Their drudging spirits knew — 

Yes, it is bread we fight for. 

But we fight for roses , too. 

As we come marching marching, 

We bring the greater days; 

The rising of the women 
Means the rising of m all 
No more the drudge and idler , 

Ten that toil where one reposes. 

But o sharing of life l $ glories. 

Bread and Roses, Bread and Roses. 


!!!ii: jj jr ■ 'em? t* » .il 




§iill 


,:o K'iliiJi mol :ju 















lettuce boycott: 

what’s behind it 


“Welcome to California, where the friendly 
farmers will take care of you.” 

“■Phil Ochs 

Ah, yes, the friendly farmers and the delightful, 
Lazy field workers who take their afternoon 
siesta's and love their paternalistic 
farmer-employers* Well, bad news folks* On 80% 
of those farms which produce iceberg or head 
lettuce, the farm workers have left their jobs to 
scabs while the friendly farmers have done 
everything in their power to obscure the issues 
involved to the public* What precisely are those 
issues? 

1. The right to select the union of their choice 
to act as a collective bargaining agent, 

2. A ban on the use of harmful pesticides in the 
fields and inspection to make sure that they are 
not used. 

3. A minimum wage of $2.00/ hour (the Federal 
minimum wage for agricultural workers is $1,30/ 
hour, but many growers got around this by paying 
an entire working family as one person and other 
equally devious means). 

4* Social Security Benefits (the farmers often 
pocket these), 

5. Workperson’s Compensation. 

6. Decent Site housing (18.4% of Farm worker 
housing doesn’t have electricity and 95.0% doesn't 
have flush toilets). 

7. Good state doctors on sites (after mining and 
construction, farm labor is the 3rd most dangerous 
occupation in the country. Thu infant mortality 
rate is 125%! above the national average). 

8. Cold drinking water in the fields. 

9. Institution of the 40 hour week and overtime 
pay (many farm workers work 14 or more hours a 
day without any recompense), 

10. Enforcement of child labor laws (25% of 
farm workers are under 16, and as a result of the 
need to work, the average educational level is Sth 
grade). 


The issues amount to the right of farm workers 
to survive, to live as decent human beings. Yet, 
faithful to their almighty god of Profit above 
human lives, the growers refuse them this basic 
right, refuse to even acknowledge the union by 
which most farm workers have expressed a desire 
to be represented. 

The Wagner Act 

One cannot understand the strike and boycott 
without a little history. The creation of the 
situation that now exists started with the passage 
of the Wagner Act (also known as the National 
labor Relations Act) in 1935, from which 
agricultural workers were expressly excluded for 
no stated reason. Of course, the fact that no 
reason was mentioned does not mean that there 
was no reason. In actuality, they were excluded on 
the request of the powerful business interests 
which control the legislative processes in this 
country, But, well deal with the direct relation of 
those interests to this struggle later. 

What exclusion from the Wagner Act did was to 
enable the growers to ignore unions as the 
representatives of farm workers. After the UFW 
won the Delano grape strike, (1970), they 
petitioned lettuce growers to allow secret ballot 
union representation elections. The growers ran 
out and made back door agreements with the 
Teamsters union without even consulting the 
workers* Denied a free election, over 7,000 (out of 
approx, 10,000) Field workers walked off the job 
to protest the conditions and incidentally (and 
only incidentally) that they wanted to be 
represented by the UFW, The contracts with the 
teamsters have enabled many growers and even 
such a celebrity as Ranald Reagan to cry that this 
is not a strike against deplorable conditions but, 
rather, a union jurisdictional dispute. This is a lie. 
On March 26, 1971, the Teamsters agreed to let 
the UFW act as the official bargaining agent for all 
unionized farm workers, 


Agribusiness 

Lest it be thought that the union is fighting a 
group of small, defenseless farmers, let us look at 
these farmers. The largest lettuce grower is Bud 
An tie lnc. ? which, strangely enough is owned by 
Dow Chemical. Other large farms are owned bv 
such benevolent corporations as IT&T, the 
Southern Pacific RR, and the Bank of America. 
The agent that these farmers use to fight their 
battles is called the Farm Bureau, which was 
initially set up to protect the interests of small 
family farmers but which really protects the 
interests of the agribusiness enterprises mentioned 
above. The Farm Bureau is actually a $4 billion 
dollar business empire which concerns itself far 
more with the selling of insurance to farmers and 
running banks, than in protecting small farmers. 
The FB empire includes more than 50 insurance 
companies with over 1.5 billion dollars in assets. In 
Alabama, the FB owns 7 Shopping Gunters, several 
hotels, office buildings, and undeveloped land. 
Other FB Enterprises include investments in oil, 
chemicals, pesticides, mutual funds and fertilizers. 
And, believe it or not folks, it's even tax exempt* 


The FB is also a rich and powerful lobby which 
has apposed SS coverage for Farm workers, 
minimum wage and unemployment insurance 
coverage, child labor laws* Health programs and 
everything else the UFW is demanding. They have 
also supported things like tax benefits for oil 
companies and other industries, and opposed civil 
rights legislation. 


farmworkers: 



The sundry details of the strike now in 
effect and slowly spreading across II of 
the potato farms in Suffolk County can 
be obtained from leaflets available at the 
table in the Student Union Lobby. The 
logistics: housing, food, picketing, 

clothing, etc*, can be checked out on 
Wednesday nights at 7:30 in G-Lobby* 
Picketing at the farms takes place every 
day, Carpools leave the Union at 6 a.m., 
and 1 p.m., daily. 


Balloon will have available a special 
edition dealing solely with the strike, the 
huge corporate interests such as IT&T 
and Levitt who will crush the workers 
before they see the value of their land 
evaporate from their greedy fingers, and a 
summary of what's been going on. What 
we are concerned about here is with 
political support: i.e. how can the 
farmworkers win the strike, and how can 
we proceed over intersession if we will 
not be out at Stony Brook. 

1) The farmworkers, in this economic 
period, cannot win by courage and 
militance alone, without widespread 
working class support. To obtain this, we 
must speak with trade unions, councils, 
churches, welfare groups, etc., and 
prepare a list of all organizations that will 
support, in any way, this strike, which 
would mean standing in opposition to 
Nixon's economic and social programs, 
like Phase III, HR 1, and the wretch*^ 

workfare program. Everyone can do this 
in their own communities 

Bring us back a list and a 
short analysis of what can be expected 
from each group you’ve contacted. 

2) As the strike goes on through the 
cold winter months, boycotts of goods 
will be started, and scab trucks will be 
stopped* Check out Hunt’s Point market 
and local distributors* Get the license 


we can do 

plate and company of every truck 
carrying potatoes. Get the names of every 
merchant selling scab potatoes* 

3) Send money; spread the word; write 
articles for local papers. There has been a 
media blackout so far on the strike, 
particularly ou last Friday's victory. 
Threatened and evicted from their 
housing, farmworkers joined with 
students and organizers, fresh from 
blocking scab trucks from picking up 
potatoes. Clothes were strewn about by 
the police and I.M. Young corporate 
bosses in the pouring rain and mud. As 
soon as the police left, we marched up to 
the barracks where the workers live, 
broke * through the locked doors, and 
re-took the building. Approximately 40 
workers and students sat-in singing 
freedom songs arm in arm, until an 
EWFA organizer returned with an 
injunction signed by a State Supreme 
Court Judge against the illegal evictions. 
Partly because of the militant, together 
presence, standing our ground because we 
were sure that people have a right to live 
a decent life, and not be thrown out of 
their housing, we emerged victorious. 
Hugging, kissing, and dancing filled the 
room, and the farmworkers had their 
housing back, however, temporarily* The 
bosses do not want the sweet smell of 
victory, however small, to spread and 
trigger other strikes — we, on the other 
hand, must insure that it does. Spread the 
word. 

4) Get out on picket lines; give us a 

call* There's enough stuff here for even 
the “Flash” to be kept busy for the rest 
of his life. Help out. Our numbers are: 
516-2464979; 4976; 4775; 5820; 

4*2186; 

The struggle is waged on many 
fronts, all fighting to uphold the dignity 
of people, the right of people to a decent 
life in a liberated society. All power to 
the workers' councils!!!! 


The FB has acted to break the UFW strike by 
recruiting Mexicans to scab, printing and 
distributing smear literature attempting to 
discredit the workers struggle, and even set up 
consultative services, into which it has poured 
huge sums of money to fight the strike and 
boycott. In addition, it has pushed for anti-strike 
legislation in several states which was passed in 
Kansas, Idaho and Arizona but defeated in N.Y., 
though it is expected to come up again. 


The Arizona bill is a good example of what the 
FB is trying to do. It says that in order to be 
eligible to vote to get union recognition, the 
worker must have worked on the ranch sometime 
in the preceeding year, which discriminates against 
migrant farm workers, who are the vast majority 
of agricultural workers. The union certification 
procedure takes 8 weeks or more and even after 
certification, the grower can move easily to 
decertify the union. 


The workers’ right to strike is taken away. All a 
farmer need do es sign an affadavit claiming that he 
will suffer $5,000 or more crop damage and an 
automatic 10-day injunction is issued. The parties 
are also required to submit to binding arbitration 
without even an attempt at collective bargaining. 
As far as boycotts are concerned, it is a criminal 
act for a FWer or supporter to even encourage 
supermarket personnel to remove an agricultural 
product from the shelves, and in order to 
discourage people to boycott the product, specific 
brand names must be used. 

The Farm Burea is attempting, along with the 
lettuce growers, to destroy the UFW, which is the 
only collective bargaining group representing the 
interests of workers. This is union busting of the 
worst sort and must be fought. Students can take 
an active role by refusing to patronize stores that 
sell non-union lettuce and demanding that they 
remove it from their shelves. Those willing to work 
full time can get in touch with the UFW. (See 
article on the Suffolk County Farm Workers 
situation in this issue, page31, for what we can do 
out here.) 







(Reprinted from Heatwave, No, 2 , Oct. 1966 ; reprinted in Bomb Culture fry Jeff Nuttallpp 65-7) 
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SURREALIST MANIFESTO 

Rejecting, totally, the political, theological, literary, philosophical, and academic assumptions which hinge our society to 
the withered refrigerator of civilization (and which are, in anv case, rooted in the stupidity and class interest) and insisting, 
moreover, on our own irresistable emotional autonomy, we find it essential to affirm, here and now, without reservation and 


















